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MEMORANDUM. 
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BBCXER  took  no  part  in  the  decision  of  the  cases  reported  on  pages  1  to  182 
inclusive. 
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ants in  common:  Lessees  purchasing  interest:  Parties. 

Peterman,  McMichael  v 589 

Phillips,  Farrell  v 611 

Piper  V.  City  of  Madison 311 

Munidpal  corporations:  Operation  of  waterworks:  Liability  for 
negligence  of  employees. 

PitB,  Kunz  V. 69 

Plowrighi,  In  re 512 

Street  and  electric  railways:  Condemnation  of  streets:  Delay:  Pro- 
ceedings by  landowner:  Limitation. 

Prasser,  Will  of 92 

Wills:  Construction:  Nature  of  estate  created:  Vested  or  contin- 
gent? Intermediate  trust  estate:  Legal  estates:  Seisin:  Dower. 

Prinslow  v.  State • 131 

Embezzlement  of  money:  Evidence:  Variance:  Demand,  when 
necessary:  New  trial:  Supreme  court 

Pruess,  Evangelish  Lutherish  St.  Martins  Oemeinde  v. .  •  349 
PufaU,  Mathews  v* 655 

Queen  Ins.  Co,  of  America^  O'Connor  v 388 
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Itailroad  Commission,  Stale  ex  rel.  Great  North,  R.  Co.  v.  181 

Railroad  Commission,  State  ex  rel.  L.  8.  T.  d  T.  R.  Co.  v.  182 

Railroad  Commission,  State  ex  rel.  Northern  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  145 

R.  Conm.or  Co.,  Bretz  v 269 

Rcdenins,  State  ex  rel.,  v.  Waggenson 265 

Reedsburg,  Town  of,  Dralle  v 319 

Regling,  Monture  v 407 

Richards  v.  Manitowoc  wnd  Northern  Traction  Co 85 

Execntoiy  oontracto:  What  oonetitateB  a  breach:  Stopping  per- 
formance: Damages:  Appeal:  Affirmance. 

Rickey  v.  Union  Central  Life  Ins.  Co 486 

(1)  Pleading:  Election  between  causes  of  action.  (2-^)  Con- 
tract of  employment:  Wrongful  discharge:  Insurance  agency: 
Damages:  Loss  of  future  profits:  Reduction  by  other  earnings. 

Roach  V.  Sanborn  Land  Co 435 

Law  of  the  case:  Decision  on  former  appeal:  Tax  titles:  Setting 
aside  void  tax  deeds:  Repayment  by  mortgagee  of  taxes  paid  by 
claimant  after  acquiring  equity  of  redemption:  Appeal:  Review: 
Orders:  Exceptions:  Costs  for  printing. 

Roberts  v.  Waukesha  County 593 

Taxation:  Reassessment  after  refund  on  void  tax  sale:  Misdescrip- 
tion of  land. 

Rose,  State  ex  rel.  Davem  v 360 

Ross,  Petition  of:  Bowker  v.  Shields 330 

Wills:  Construction:  Descent  and  distribution. 

Russell,  Joyce  v 583 

Ruth  V.  State 373 

Criminal  law:  Information:  Election  between  counts:  Banks  and 
banking:  False  entries  and  false  reports:  Evidence:  Expert  ac- 
countants: Conclusions  from  books:  Immaterial  errori:  Verdict: 
Presumptions;  Instructions  to  jury. 

Ryan,  Fenton  v 353 

Sanborn  v.  Carpenter 572,  577 

Sanborn  Land  Co.,  Roach  v 435 

Sawyer  County,  State  ex  rel.  Williams  v 634 

Scheunert  v.  Albers 578 

Conspiracy:  Instituting  inquiry  as  to  sanity:  Justification:  Court 
and  jury. 
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Schwind  v,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St  Paid  B.  Co 1 

Railroads:  Depot  gronnds:  Qneetions  for  jury:  Negligence:  lAt^ 
bility  for  unfenced  track:  Injaries  to  children:  Contribatory 
negligence:  Caoae  of  injury:  Instmciions  to  jury:  ExcesBive 
diunages. 

Seering  v.  Black 413 

Corporations:  BisBolution:  Refusal  of  directors  to  settle  affairs: 
Winding-ap  action  by  stockholder:  Pleading:  Joiader  of  causes 
of  action:  Rights  of  creditors. 

Shepard  Drainage  District:  Johnson  v.  Eimerman 327 

Navigable  waters:  Rights  of  the  public:  Artificial  conditions  when 
become  natural:  Destruction  in  drainage  proceedings. 

Shields,  Bowker  v 330 

Smith  V.  Smith 599 

Indians:  Heirship:  Jurisdiction  of  state  courts:  Paternity  of  ille- 
gitimates: Evidence:  Declarations  of  parents:  Statutes:  Con- 
struction. 

Southern  Wis.  Power  Co.:  Appeal  of  Black  Hawk  L.  Co..  245 

Constitutional  law:  Statutes:  Private  and  local  acts:  Sufficiency 
of  title:  Location  of  dam  authorized  to  be  built:  Granting  cor- 
porate powers:  Special  act:  Franchises  not  corporate:  Assign- 
ment to  corporation:  Statute  construed:  Purposes  for  which  cor- 
porations may  be  formed:  Dams  on  navigable  rivers:  Legislative 
grant:  Who  may  question:  Public  purposes:  Eminent  domain: 
Circuit  judges:  Holding  court  for  one  another:  Orders  at  cham- 
bers. , 

Southern  Wis.  Power  Co. :  Appeal  of  Whitnall 265 

Southern  Wis.  B.  Co.,  Tetter  v 296 

Sovereign  Camp  Woodmen  of  the  World,  Miller  v 505 

Spick  V.  State 104 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Jurors:  Conscientious  scruples:  Cir- 
cumstantial evidence:  Instructions  to  jury:  Evidence:  Weight: 
Competency:  Questions  for  court  and  for  jury:  Harmless  errors: 
Homicide:  Motive:  Informer  as  to  other  offense  by  accused: 
Hearsay:  Impeachment  of  witness:  Rejection  of  his  testimony 
by  jury:  Presumption  of  innocence:  Degrees  of  murder:  In- 
structions as  to  importance  of  agreeing  on  verdict 

Splinter  v.  State 567 

Criminal  law:  Pleading:  Negativing  exceptions:  Statutes:  Sale  of 
adulterated  milk. 
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Stange  Co,,  Nelson  v * 657 

Stark  V.  Backus 557 

Sunday:  Statutes:  Constraction:  Barber  shops:  Constitutional 
law:  Restraining  enforcement  of  criminal  law. 

Stark  V.  Dukring 521 

Appeal:  Assignments  of  error:  Immaterial  errors:  Evidence; 
Pleading:  Counterclaim:  Waiver  of  objections:  Boundaries:  Ad- 
verse possession. 

State,  Donovan  v 570 

State,  Lundstrum  v 141 

State,  Markley  v 137 

State,  Prinslow  v 131 

State,  Ruth  v : 373 

State,  Spick  v 104 

State,  Splinter  v 567 

State,  Weirich  v 98 

State  ex  rel.  Davem  v.  Rose 360 

Constitutional  law:  Executive  officers:  Discretion:  Interference 
by  courts:  Municipal  corporations:  Powers  of  mayor:  Suspen- 
sion of  officers:  Presumption  of  good  faith:  Mandamua, 

State  ex  rel.  Oreat  Northern  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Comm.. . .  181 

State  ex  rel.  Hattabaugh  v.  Boynton 89 

Extradition:  Arrest  on  dvil  process* 

State  ex  rel.  Jones  v.  Burke 524 

Statutes:  Construction:  Schools:  Fixing  amoont  to  be  raised: 
Powers  of  school  boards:  General  charter  law. 

State  ex  rel.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  R.  R.  Comm.  182 
State  ex  reL  Northern  Pacific  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Comm. . .  145 

Railroads:  Powers  of  Railroad  Commission:  Statutes  construed: 
Crossing  of  tracks:  Fixing  place:  Safety  devices:  Apportion- 
ment of  expense:  Condemnation  proceedings:  Compensation  to 
senior  road,  what  to  include:  Constitutional  law:  Power  to 
amend  charters:  Vested  property  rights:  Police  power:  Delega- 
tion of  legislative  power:  Judicial  power:  Review  of  orders  of 
Railroad  Commission. 

State  ex  rel.  Northwestern  Cool  R.  Co.  v.  WUlcuts 448 

Certioran:  Taxation:  Railroads:  Property  devoted  to  public  use: 
Common  carriers. 
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StcUe  ex  reL  Nowoiny  v.  City  of  Milwaukee 38 

Health:  Health  officers:  Necessary  powers:  Municipal  corpora- 
tions: Police  power:  Delegation  to  health  officer:  Licensing 
sales  ol  milk:  Revocation  of  license. 

State  ex  rel,  Redenius  v,  Waggenson 265 

Mandamua:  When  writ  issues:  Compelling  repairs  on  drainage 
ditch:  Lack  of  available  funds. 

State  ex  rel,  Wagner  v.  DaJU 301 

Officers:  Vested  rights:  Power  of  removal:  Review  by  courts: 
Civil  seryioe  law  construed:  Presumption  as  to  obedience  to 
laws:  Mdndamtu:  Exercise  of  discretion:  Costs. 

State  ex  reL  WUliams  v.  Sawyer  County 634 

Constitutional  law:  Legislative  power:  Delegation  to  municipal- 
ities: Statutes:  Partial  invalidity:  Special  municipal  courts: 
Powers  of  county  board:  Adoption  of  general  law:  Separate  reso- 
lution, when  necessary:  Mandatory  statute:  Rescission  of  reso- 
lutions. 

State  Bank  of  BeesevUle  v.  Kienherger 517 

School  districts:  Officers:  Contracts:  Individual  liability  for  sup- 
plies purchased:  Illegally  issued  school  order. 

Stevenson  v.  Milwaukee  County 14 

Courts:  Inherent  i)Owers:  Appointments:  Necessary  attendants: 
Determination  of  necessity:  Discretion:  Compensation  of  special 
attendants. 

Stumm  V.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co 528 

Tel^raphs:  Negligence:  Nondelivery  of  message:  Loss  of  contract: 
Damages:  Future  profits:  Instructions  to  jury:  Proximate  cause: 
Appeal:  Assignments  of  error:  Evidence:  Letters:  Copies. 

Swenson  v.  Wells 316 

Replevin:  Plaintiff  not  the  sole  owner:  Abatement:  Bringing  in 
parties. 

T,  D.  Kellogg  Lumber  <fe  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Webster  Mfg.  Co.. .  341 

(1-4)  Evidence:  Account  books:  Principal  and  agent:  AdmiBsions 
of  agent:  Self-serving  declarations:  Assignor  and  assignee. 
(5)  Appeal:  Exceptions.  (6)  Tax  titles:  When  agent  may  pur* 
chase  principal's  land. 
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Telulah  Paper  Co.,  Oreen  Bay  d  Mississippi  Carnal  Co.  v.  417 
TUton  V.  J.  L.  Oaies  Land  Co 197 

Appeal:  Review:  Immaterial  errora:  Right  to  review  by  party  not 
appealing:  Findings,  when  disturbed:  Entire  contracts  of  em- 
ployment: Brokers:  Recovery  of  commissions:  Breach  of  con- 
tract: Wrongful  attachment  of  land:  Measure  of  damages:  Puni- 
tory damages. 

Travis,  Olwell  v 547 

Uniform  Stave  dk  Package  Co.,  Lind  v 183 

Union  Central  Life  Ins.  Co.,  Rickey  v 486 

United  States  Sugar  Co.,  Olson  v 309 

Vetter  v.  Southern  Wisconsin  R.  Co 296 

Street  railways:  Collision  with  vehicle  near  track:  Duty  to  look 
and  listen  for  car:  Contributory  negligence:  Qoestioii  of  law: 
Special  verdict:  Inconsistent  findings:  Changing  answer. 

Waggenson,  State  ex  rel.  Redenius  v 265 

Wagner,  State  ex  rel,,  v.  Dahl 301 

Waukesha  County,  Roberts  v 593 

Wehster  Mfg.  Co.,  T.  D.  Kellogg  Lumber  <fe  Mfg.  Co.  v. . .  341 

Weirich  v.  State 98 

Construction  of  penal  statutes:  "  Public  highways:"  Toll  roads: 
Automobiles:  Speed. 

Wells,  Swenson  v 316 

Westby,  Village  of,  Bekkedahl  v 230 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.,  Stumm  v 528 

White  V.  White 538 

Husband  and  wife:  Alienation  of  affections:  Parties:  Evidence: 
Declarations  of  husband:  Appeal:  Harmless  error:  Punitory 
damages:  Excessive  damages. 

Whitnall,  Appeal  of 265 

WUlcuts,  State  ex  rel.  Northwestern  Coal  R.  Co,  v 448 

WUliams,  State  ex  rel.,  v.  Sawyer  County 634 

Wing,  Doherty  v 227 

Wisco)mn  Central  R.  Co.,  Maizewitz  v 643 
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Witt  V.  Merz 29 

Appeal  and  error:  Review:  Findings  of  referee,  when  disturbed. 

Wolf  V.  Oreen  Bay,  Oshkoih,  Madison  A  8.  W,  R.  Co 337 

CoarU:  Presumption  of  regularity  in  proceedings:  Appeal:  Harm- 
less error:  Railroads:  Condemnation  of  land:  Determining  rights 
of  mortgagee:  Damages:  Evidence:  Opinions:  Qualification  of 
witnesses. 

Woodmen  of  the  World,  Sovereign  Camp  of,  MUler  v 505 
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Bernhardt  v.  Rice  98  W.  578  647-8 
Bethlehem  I.  Co.  v.  Weiss  100 

Fed.  45 239 

Beveridge  V.  Welch  7  W.  465  -  208 
Birmingham  W.  A  E.  Co.  T. 

Elyton  L.  Co.  98  Ala.  549  -  51 
Blackburn  v.  Reilly  47  N.  J. 

Law  290  -  -  -  -  207 
Black  River  F.   D.   Assa  t. 

Ketchum  54  W.  313  -  •  261 
Black  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Hol- 

way  87  W.  584  -  -  -  258 
V.  La  Crosse  B.  A  T.  Co. 

54  W.  659     .        -        -     261, 262 
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bnd^  159  Mass.  283    -        -    159 
Bostwick  V.  >lat.  L.  Ina.  Co. 

116  W.  392    -        -  66,  67,  278, 279 
Boyd    V.   Harris  176  Pa.  St. 

4M    ' 

V.  Milwaukee  92  W.  466  - 
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Chicago  A  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  For- 
est Co.  96  W.  80  -       -       -    462 

V.Morehouse  112 W.l  262,464 

V.  0.,  A.  A  B.  W.  R.  Co. 

107  W.  192  -   -   -   -  452 

Chicago,  St  P.,  M.  AO.  R.  Co. 
V.  C,  M.  A  St  P.  R.  Co.  113 
W.  161 166 

V.  Douglas  Co.  122  W.  273  452, 

454 

Chicago  A  W.  I.  R.  Co,  v.  E. 
C.  R.  Co.  115  III.  375  -        -    164 

Child  V.  Bemus  17  R.  L  230  -      41 

Chippewa  B.  Co.  v.  Durand 
122  W.  86     -       -       -       -29 

Chippewa  River  L.  Co.  v,  J.  L. 
Gates  L.  Co.  118  W.  346-653 

Chopin  V.  Runte  75  W.  361     -    289 

Church  V.  Joint  School  Dist 
55W.  399     -       .       .       -    606 
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Cincinnati,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.  t. 

Connersville  170  Ind.  316  -  165 
Clap  V.  Draper  4  Mass.  266  -  195 
CUrk  V.  Clifford  25  W.  597    84,  206 

▼.  Farrington  11 W.  306  -    485 

Oark's  Estate  61  Hun  619  -  609 
Clifford  V.  State  58  W.  477  -  126 
Cobb  V.  Smith  38  W.  21  -  -  422 
Cohn  V.  Plamer  88  W.  622  -  206 
V.  Wausau  B.  Co.  47  W. 

314 262 

Colbert  v.  State  125  W.  423  122, 377 
Cole  V.  Clarke  3  W.  323  -  -  438 
. V.  D.,  S.  S.  <&  A.  R.  Co. 

104  W.  460  -  -  -  -  4 
Cole,  Estate  of,  ▼.  Beurhaus 

102  W.  1  .  -  .  -  574 
Collins  ▼.  Janesville  99  W.  464    ^69 

V. 117  W.  416  .       -188 

Comm.  V.  Benge  13  Ky.  Law 

Rep.  591       -       -       -       . 

V.  Collins  2  Cush.  556     - 

T.  Dale  144  Mass.  363      - 

V.  Dextra  143  Mass.  28   - 

V.  Essex  Co.  13  Gray  239  157-8 

V.  Gateley  126  Mass.  52  -    134 

V.  Harrnan  4  Pa.  St.  269  - 

V.  Hart  11  Cush.  130 

V.  Has  122  Mass.  40 

V.  Nagle  117  Mass.  142    - 

V.  Osgood  144  Mass.  362  - 

T.  Shelly  2  Kulp  ( Pa. )  300 

T.  Starr  144  Mass.  359     - 

V.  Wilkinson  33  Mass.  175  101 , 

102 
Compty  T.  C.  H.  Starke  D.  A 

D.  Co.  129  W.  622  -  -  6 
Conn  Co.  ▼.  Little  Suamico  L. 

Mfg.  Co.  74  W.  652  -  255, 329 
Connor  t.  Marshfield  128  W. 

280 372 

Conroy  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  A  0. 

R.  Co.  96  W.  243  -  -  -  240 
Conway  v.  Mitchell  97  W.  290  628 
Cook  V.  Allee  119  Iowa  226  -  686 
Coolidge  V.  Hallauer  126  W. 

244  -  •  -  -  242  662 
Cornell  ▼.  State  104  W.  527  -  *  324 
Cornell  Univ.  v.  Mead  80  W. 

887 

Court  Officers,  In  re,  3  Pa.  Dist 

Rep.  196  -  -  -  -  18 
Cowan  V.  Lindsay  30  W.  586  -  607 
Cowdery  v.  Hahn  105  W.  455  71 
Craig  V.  People  ex  rd.  Nevill 

47  111.  487     -        -        -     101, 102 

V.  Wells  11  N.  Y.  315      -    195 

Crane  v.  Linneus  77  Me.  59  -  587 
Cranz  ▼.  White  27  Kan.  319  •    587 


569 
564 
564 
564 


113 
569 
564 
564 
564 
569 
564 


431 


Crawford  Co.  ▼.  Iowa  Co.  2 

Pin.  368        -        -        -        .  20 

V.  Le  Clerc  3  Pin.  325     -  18 

Crow  V.  Brown  81  Iowa  344   -  686, 

588 

Curran  v.  A.  H.  Stange  Co. 

98  W.  598     -        -        -        -  323 

Curry  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  43 

W.  666 5 

Curtis  V.  Helton  109  Ky.  493  -  587 

Dalilke  v.  111.  S.  Co.  100  W. 
431 67 

Dahlman  v.  Milwaukee  130  W. 

468 288 

Damkoehler  v.  Milwaukee  124 

W.  144  -----  234 
Dancy  D.  Dist,  In  re,  129  W. 

129  -  -  .  -  261,330 
Dartmouth    College    Case    4 

Wheat.  618  -  -  -  -  174 
Daabmann  t.  City  Council  39 

N.  J.  Law  67  -  -  -  609 
Davis  V.  Nuzum  72  W.  439  -  432 
Davison  v.  Davison  71  N.  H. 

180 51 

Dean  v.  Clark  81  Iowa  753  -  586 
Deisenrieter  v.  Kraus-Merkel 

M.  Co.  97  W.  279  458,  462,  532 
Delamatvr  v.  M.  &  P.  du  C.  R. 

Co.  24' W.  678  -  -  -  241 
Delie  v.  C.  it  N.  W.  R.  Co.  51 

W.  400  -  -  -  -  322  32.3 
De  Pauw  v.  Oxley  122  W.  656  '  606 
Detroit  v.  D.  &  H.  P.  R.  Co.  43 

Mich.  140  -  -  -  -  160 
Diana  S.  Club  v.  Lamoreux  114 

W.  44  -  -  -  252,  255,  a30 
Diefenback  v.  Stark  56  W.  462  206 
Dingman  v.  State  48  W.  485  -  627 
District  of  Columbia  v.  John- 
son 165  U.  &  330  -  -  .  37 
Dix  V.  State  89  W.  250  -  -  134 
Dobbe  V.  Kellogg  53  W.  448  -  285 
Dodge  Co.  Comm'rs  v.  Chand- 
ler 96  U.  S.  205  -  .  101,  102 
Dollar  Sav.  Bank  v.  U.  S.  86  U. 

S.  227  -  -  -  -  37,  38 
Donner  v.  Genz  129  W.  245  -  66 
Douglas  Co.  V.  Sommerl20  W. 

424 20 

V.  Walbridge  38  W.  179  -      61 

Dowd  V.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co. 

84  W.  105  -  -  -  -  240 
Dowling  V.  Lancashire  Ins.  Co. 

92  W.  63  -  167,  171,  636,  637 
Dralle  v.  Reedsburg  1 30  W.  347  326 
Dresser  v.  Lemma  122  W.  387  244 
Dreuteer  v.  Smith  56  W.  292  -    653 
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Da  Gate  v.  Brighton  133  W. 
628 664 

Duffv  ▼.  Radke  138  W.  38  -  469 
Daiutb,  S.  S.  A  A.  R.  Co.  v. 

Douglas  Co.  103  W.  75  452,  455 
Dummer  v.  Milwaukee  £.  R. 

&  L.  Co.  108  W.  589  -  -  299 
Dupee  V.  Boston  W.  P.  Co.  114 

Mass.  37  .  -  -  -  485 
Du  Pont  V.  Davis  35  W.  631   -  285, 

287 
Darkee  v.  Janesville  26  W.  697  245, 
249.  250,  253,  256,  257 
Dyer  Co.  ▼.  Railroad  Co.  87 

Tenn.  712     -       -       -       -    158 

Ean  Y.  C,  M.  &  St  P.  B.  Co. 

101  W.  166  -  -  -  -  662 
Eastern  R  Co.  ▼.  McCord  136 

W.  249 166 

Eastern  Wis.  R.  Ah,  Co.,  In 
re,  127  W.  641       -        -        -    154 

Eastern  Wis.  R.  A  L.  Co.  v. 
Hackett  135  W.  464     -       -    159 

Eaton  V.  D.,  L.  A  W.  R.  Co.  57 
N.  Y.  382     -        -        -        •    447 

El)ertB  V.  Fisher  44  Mich.  551    668 

Eckert  ▼.  McKee  9  Bush  355    586-7 


▼.  State  114  W.  160 


-    126 


Eggleeton  v.  Columbia  T.  R. 

Co.  82  N.  Y.  278  - 
Elkins  E.  R.  Co.  v.  W.  M.  R. 

Co.  163  Fed.  724  - 
Eloiergreen  v.  Weimer  138  W. 

112 

Ely  V.  Cram  17  W.  537    - 

V.  Teach  17  W.  202  - 

Emerson  ▼.  Schwindt  108  W. 

167 

Emery  ▼.  State  92  W.  146 


•    495 

1    164 

415 
372 
628 

318 
142 


V. 101  W.  627  -     118,  124 

Emmons  ▼.  Sheldon  26  W.  648  469 
Engeldinger  t.  Stevens  132  W. 

423  -  -  -  -  79, 85, 88 
Ermentront  v.  Girard  F.  &  M. 

Ins.  Co.  63  Minn.  305  -  894,  899 
Ewald  V.  C.  dk  N.  W.  R.  Co.  70 

W.  420 443 

Evcleshimer  v.  Vaa  Antwerp 

'13W.  546     .       .        -        -    053 

Falkner  ▼.  Guild  10  W.  563  -  340 
Falls  Mfg.  Co.  V.  Oconto  R.  Imp. 

Co.  87  W.  134  255,  261,  262,  329 
Farmer  &  Sons  v.  Turner  64 

Iowa  690  ....  586 
Farrar  v.  Bridges  3  Humph. 

566 51 

Faarote  v.  Carr  108  Ind.  126  -    587 


Faust  v.  AnL  F.  Ins.  Co.  91 W. 

158 510 

Fav  V.  Rankin  47  W.  400  -  346 
Feldschneider  v.  C,  M.  A  St. 

P.  R.  Co.  122  W.  423   -     458,  462 

Ferguson  v.  Truax  132  W.  478  121 

Ferris  v.  Kilmer  48  N.  Y.  300  291 
Fezler  v.  W.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  85 

Minn.  252  -  -  -  -  4 
Fick  V.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  68 

W.  469  -       -       -       -       •  800 

Field  ▼.  Elroy  99  W.  412  -  311 
Figge  ▼.  Bergenthal  130  W. 

594        -        -        -        •        -  47g 

Files  T.  B.  A  A.  R  Co.  149 

Mass.  204     -        -        -        -  444 

Fisher  v.  Moolick  13  W.  321  -  287 
Fitzgerald  v.  SUte  50  N.  J.  Law 

475 134 

Flandere  v.  Wood  24  W.  572  -  606 
Fleming  V.  Northern  T.  P.  Mill 

135  W.  157  -  -  -  -  67 
Flint  &  P.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  D.  & 

B.  C.  R.  Co.  W  Mich.  350    -  164 

Flvnn  V.  State  97  W.  44  -        .  126 

Folk  V.  Milwaukee  108  W.  359  M14 

Fol8chow  V.  Werner  51  W.  85  583, 

585-588 
Forster,  W.  Co.  v.  F.  MacKin- 

non  Mfg.  Co.  130  W.  281  -  531 
Foehay  v.  Glen  Haven  25  W. 

288 494 

Foster  v.  Byrne  76  Iowa  295  -  586 
Fountain  City  D.  Co.  v.  Peter- 

son  126  W.  512  -  -  79,  88 
Fox  v.  Union  T.  Co.  59  A  pp. 

Div.  363       .       ...  101 

V.  Wilkinson  133  W.  337  538 

V.  Zimmermann77W.414  348 

Fraker  ▼.  Reeve  36  W.  85    647,  648 

Frankev.  Mann  106  W.  118  -  244 
Franklin  L.  Ins.  Co.  t.  Wallace 

93  Ind.  7      -        -       -        .  224 

Friend  v.  Garcelon  77  Me.  25  587 

Fritsche  v.  Fritsche  77  W.  270  609 
Fromme  ▼.  O'Donnell  124  W. 

529 85 

Fuchs  V.  Treat  41  W.  404  •  -  285 
Fulton  Co.  V.  M.  A  W.  R.  Co. 

21  111.  338     -       •       .       -  640 

Gamble  t.  Queens  Co.  W.  Co. 

123  N.  Y.  91  .  -  .  478 
Ganson  v.  Madigan  13  W.  67  80,  81 

V. 15  W.  144    -   80,  82,  83 

Gardiner  v.  Tisdale  2  W.  153  -  608 
Gay  V.  Milwaukee  E.  R.  &  !» 

Co.  138  W.  348     -        .        -  664 

Geisinger  v.  Beyl  80  W.  443  -  348 
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German  Am.  In?.  Co.  v.  Ily- 

man  42  Colo.  156  -  -  391,  393 
Gibbons  v.  German  Ins.  <&  Sav. 

Inst  30  111.  App.  2(53  -  391.  403 
Gilbert  v.  Dutruit  91  W.  661  -  643 
Gill  V.  Homrighansen  70  W. 

634 190 

Gillctt  V.  Treganza  13  W.  472  601 
Gilman  v.  Philadelphia  3  Wall. 

713 261 

Girard  L.  Ins.,  A.  <fe  T.  Co.  v. 

Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  97  Pa.  St  15  223 
Gleason  v.  Waukesha  Co.  103 

W.  225  -  -  -  -  59,  61 
Glettler  v.  Sheboygan  L.,  P. 

&  R.  Co.  130  W.  137  -  .  663 
Glidden  v.  Meyer  110  W.  1  -  206 
Godfrey  v.  Godfrey  127  W.  47  466 
Golden  v.  Clock  67  W.  118  -  272 
Goodwin  v.  Merrill  13  W.  658  206 
Gores  v.  Day  99  W.  276  -  -  416 
Grand   Trunk    W.  R.  Co.  v. 

R.  R.  Comm.  40Ind.  App.  168  166 
Grant  Univ.  v.  Bentley  1 17  W. 

260 362 

Green  v.  Hanson  89  W.  597  -  206 
Griswold  V.  Nichols  126  W.  401  347 
Gross  V.  Heckert  120  W.  314  -  385 
Grosse  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  91 

W.  482 4 

Grundy  v.  Janes vi lie  84  W. 

574 189 

Guetzkow  V.  Michigan  Mut  L. 

Ins.  Co.  105  W.  448  -  -  637 
Guetzkow  Bros.  Co.  v.  A.  H. 

Andrews  A  Co.  92  W.  214  -  385 
Gonther  v.  Ullrich  82  W.  222    432 

Habenicht  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  A 

O.  R.  Co.  126  W.  521  -  -  4 
Had  ley  v.  Bazendale  9  Exch. 

341 386 

Hagan  ▼.  McDermott  134  W. 

490  •  -  -  •  -  288 
Haie  V.  State  58  Ohio  St  676  -  570 
Habey  v.  Waukesha  Springs 

Sanitarium  128  W.  438  -  662 
Halstead  v.  Warsaw  43  App. 

Div.  39 496 

Hamilton  v.  McPherson  28  N. 

Y.  72 88 

V.  Probate  Court  9  R.  I. 

204  -  -  -  -  575,677 
Han  I  in  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 

()1  W.  515  -  -  -  -  12 
Hanlon  v.  Milwaukee  E.  R.  dc 

L.  Co.  118  W.  210  -  -  300 
Hardwick    v.    Hardwick   130 

Iowa  230      ....    644 


HardvY.  Milwaukee  St  R.  Co. 

89VV.183  -  -  -  -  456 
Harrigan  v.  Gilchrist  121  W. 

127 416 

Harrington  t.  Rutherford  38 

Fla.  821         -        -        -       -      51 

V.  Smith  28  W.  43   -        -    101 

Hart  V.  Moulton  104  W.  349  -    4.32 


V.  Smith  44  W.  213-     650,  651 

Hartford  v.  N.  P.  R,  Co.  91  W. 

374 101 

Hathaway  y.  Baldwin  17  W. 

616 657 

Hathorn  v.  Robinson  96  Me.  33  588 
Hawkefl  v.  Slight  110  W.  125  -  66 
Hayes  v.  Mich.  Cent  R.  Co. 

Ill  U.  8.  228       -       .       .       6- 

V.  Oshkoeh  33  W.  314     -    314 

Hay  ward  v.  Clark  50  Vt  612  -  586 
Hayward  R.  Co.  v.  Duncklee 

30  Vt  29       -        -        -        -    347 
Heddles  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 

74  W.  239     -        -        -        -    471 
Hegar  v.  C.  A  N.  W.  R.  Co.  26 

W.  624 287 

Heini  v.  First  Nat  Bank  76 

Neb.  831       -        ...    278 
Helroke  y.  Thilmany  107  W. 

216 

Hencke  y.  Ellis  110  W.  532  - 
Hennen,  Ex  parte,  13  Pet  225 
13  Pet  230       - 


662 

57 

368 

303 

272 


Hicks  V.  Smith  77  W.  146  - 
Hildebrand  v.  Ajn.  F.  A.  Co. 

1U9  W.  171  -  -  84,  205,  206 
Hilgers  v.  Quinney  51  W.  62  -  651 
Hill  V.  Buffington  106  W.  526    438 

V.  Chipman  59  W.  211     -    385 

y.  Glasgow  R.  Co.  41  Fed. 

610 160 

V.  Reno  112  HI.  164  -       -    668 

Hinckley  y.  Pittsburgh  B.S.  Co. 

121 U.  S.  2()4        .        .        - 
Hissem  y.  Johnson  27  W.  Va. 

644 

Hofer  V.  State  130  W.  576  - 
Hoffman  y.  King  58  W.  314  - 
Hogan  V.  C,  M.  &  St  P.  R. 

Co.  59  W.  139      - 

y.  Winnebago  T.  Co.  121 


88 

687 

671 

82 


-  300 


.  300 


157 


W.  123  - 
Hoi  voke  Co.  V.  Lyman  15  Wall. 
500        -        .        -        .       . 

Horicon  D.  Dist,  In  re,  136  W. 

227  -  -  .  255,  329,  330 
Horner  y.  Yanc©  93  W.  352  -  645 
Hourigan  v.  Norwich  77  Conn. 

358  -----  S15 
House,  Heirs  of,  132  W.  212  699',  m 
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Howard  v.  Beldenville  L.  Co. 

V.*4  W.  (>44   -        -        -        -  409 

Howe  v.Genin  57  W.  268  -  654 
Hove  V.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  67 

W.  1  -  -  -  -  -  190 
Hull  V.  N.  W.  Mut  L.  IiiB.  Co. 

39  W.  397     .        -        -        -  223 

Hunt  V.  Hazelton  5  N.  H.  216  668 
Hiipfer  V.  Nat.  D.  Co.  119  W. 

417 118 

H  urlbut  ▼.  Marehall  62  W.  590  417 

m.  Cent.  R.  Co.  v.  Griffin  80 

Fed.  278  -  -  .  -  240 
Indermaner  v.  Dames  19  Eng. 

Ral.  Caa.  64  -        -        -        -  240 

IngersoU  v.  Seatoft  111  W.  461  348 
Ins.  Co.  V.  Dutcher  95  U.  8. 

269 223 

Interstate  Coram.  Comm'n  v. 

C.  G.  W.  R.  Co.  209  U.  8. 108  159 
Isaacson  v.  Wis.  Tel.  Co.  138 

W.  63 603 

Janitor  of  Supreme  Coart,  Inre, 

35  W.  410     -        -        -        18,  21 

Jarvis  v.  Silliman  21  W.  599  -  650 

Jennings  v.  Lvons  39  W.  553  -  206 

Jensen  v.  State  60  VV.  577        -  564 

Jilsun  V.  Stebbins  41  W.  235  -  346 
Johanson  ▼.  Webster  Mfg.  Co. 

139  VV.  181  -  -  -  -  457 
John  O'Brien  L.  Co.  v.  Wilkin- 

eon  117  W.  468     -        -        -  85 

Johnson  v.  Boorraan  63  W.  268  423 

V.  Elkins  90  Ky.  163        -  587 

V.  Meeker  96  N.  Y.  93    -  88 

V.  State  129  W.  146-       -  126 

Jones  T.  Collins  16  W.  594      -  430 

T.  Monson  137  W.  478     -  545 

V.  Roberts  84  W.  465       -  601 


J.  S.  Keator  L.  Co.  v.  St.  Croix 
B.  Corp.  72  W.  62        -     261.  262 

Jung  B.  Co.  V.  Konrad  137  W. 
107 208 

Kaley  v.  Van  Ostrand  134  W. 

443  -----  277 
Kansas  &  T.  C.  R.  t.  N.  W.  C. 

db  M.  Co.  161  Mo.  288  -  453,  454 
Karow  v.  Continental  Ins.  Co. 

57  W.  56  -  -  -  -  390 
Kath  y.  Wis.  Cent  R.  Co.  121 

W.  503 475 

Kavanaogh  v.  Wausaa  120  W. 

611  -  r  -  -  -  118 
Keator  L.  Co.  v.  St  Croix  B. 

Corp.  72  W.  62  -  -  261,262 
Kelley  v.  Schapp  60  W.  76     -    412 


Eel  ley,  M.  ic  Co.  v.  La  Crosse 

C.  Co.  120  W.  84  -  -  -  385 
Kellopg,  Kv  parte,  ^  Vt  509  -  18 
Kellogg  V.  Winnebago  Co.  42 

W.  97 509 

Kelly  V.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  60 

W.  480 100 

Ketchum  v.  Wells  19  W.  25  -  84 
Killen  v.  Barnes  106  W.  546  -  416 
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Schwantes  y.  State  127  W.  160  112, 

113  127 
Scott  V.  West  63  W.  529  -  -  '  592 
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Shove  v.  Shove  69  W.  425      -  318 

Silvernail  v.  Rust  88  W.  458  -  65 
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Sloteman  v.  Thomas  &  W.  Mfg. 
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170  N.  Y.  394       -        .        -  628 
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V.  Heiden  139  W.  519     -  134 

V.  Hogue  71  W.  384  .       -  552 
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57 234 

V.  Nergaard  124  W.  414  -  618 
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W.  496 804 
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North  C.  R.  Co.  V.  N.  P. 
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Wis.  Met.  Tel.  Co.  v.  Mil- 
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420 509 
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Studabaker  v.  Markley  7  Ind. 
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Texas  &  Pac.  R.  Co.  y.  Allen 
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Theis  V.  Durr  126  W.  661  -  478 
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Tilton  V.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co.  140 
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Co.  71  Hun  431  -  -  -  496 
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Tondro  v.  Cushman  5  W.  279  426 
Transatlantic  F.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Dor- 

sey  56  Md.  70  -  -  391,  397 
Treat  v.  Hiles  81  W.  280  -  491,  631 
Triplett  V.  Graham  58  Iowa 

136 686 

Trueleon  v.  Duluth  61  Minn.  48  640 
Tufts  V.  Weinfeld  88  W.  647  79, 82 
Tuttle  V.  D.,  G.  H.  &  M.  R 
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Union  Nat  Bank  v.  Cross  100 
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United  L..  F.  A  M.  Ins.  Co.  y. 
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Urwan  v.  N.  W.  Nat  L.  Ins. 
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U.  S.  Grant  Univ.  v.  Bentley 
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T.  Co.  132  W.  166        -        -  629 
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xxxu 


CITATIONS. 


[140 
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43  W.  255  .   -   -  261, 262 

V.  Pier  137  W.  325  -  262,  263 
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Ordinamcx  of  1787. 
Art  4  of  compact    -       -       •    260 

CovsnTunoN  of  Wisconsin. 

Alt.       I,  sees.  1,8-       -       -    663 
lY,  8ec.l8    246,248-251,254, 

255,257 

IV,    *•  22       -        .       -    638 

IV,    "23       -        -     354,  356 

IV,    "  31  25,  28,  245,  248. 257 

IV,    "32       -        -         25,  28 

VII,    "2        -        -635,638 

VII,  sees.  6-7   -       -       -    263 

VII,  sec.  8       -       -       -      17 

VII,    "11       -        -     246, 264 

IX,    "    1      246,249,260,261 

XI,    "    1       -      148,  161,  172 

XI,    "3       -       -353,356 

Session  Laws. 

1840.  Page  33,  No.  24,  {  5  -  552 
1843.  "  46,  §§  1,  2  548,  553,  554 
1843.  P&gee  46-50,  f  23  -  -  552 
18r)5.  P.  &  L.  ch.  2«9      -       -    253 

1857.  "        "     170      -        -    253 

1858.  "        "       38      -        -    253 

1859.  "  "  96  -  -  525 
1862.  Ch.  184  -      417,  420,  421,  423 

1867.  P.  &  L.  ch.  454      -        -254 

1868.  "        "    398       -        -    253 

1869.  Ch.  163  -        -        -        -    3a5 

1870.  "  25  .  -  -  -  263 
1870.  P.  &  L.  ch.  273  -  -  253 
1874,  Ch.  184  -  -  -  -  39 
1885.  "  83,  sabch.  X,  sec.  4  525 
1S85.  "  378  -  -  -  361,  3(58 
1885.  "  378,  sec  6  -  -  368 
1885.  "  378,  "  11  368,  369,  371 
1H85.  "  378,  "  12  -  -  368 
1889.    "      27,    Bubch.    XXI, 

sec.  5  -  -  642 
1889.  "  136  -  -  -  .  525 
1891.  "  216  .  -  -  -  65 
1891.  "  254  -  -  -  -  250 
1^99.  "  305  -  -  -  320,  326 
1901.    "    462    245,246,248,249.251, 

254,  255,  259,  260 
1901.  "  462,  sec  4  -  246.  259 
1901.  "  465  -  -  -  -  515 
1903.  "  224  -  -  14,  17.  20,  21 
1903.    "    234,  subch.  II,  sec. 

17  -  -  373,  377 
1905.  "  17  -  -  .  -  543 
hK)5.  "  21  -  -  -  -  356 
19a5.  "  115  -  -  -  -  214 
1905.    "     133  -        -        -     667-^09 


Sebsion  Laws  —  con. 

1905.  Ch.  303  -  -  -  458,  464 
1905.  "  305,  sees.  3,  8  -  -  99 
19a'>.  ••  363,  sec.  22  301,303,308 
1905.  "  419  -  -  266.  268,  328 
1907.  "  120  -  -  -  334,  335- 
1907.  "  254  -  .  441,  446,  500 
1907.    "    346  -     236,  243,  498,  503, 

612,  61& 
1907.    "    454  -     145-6,  148,  153-4, 

156-7,  160-1,  166, 

168, 172, 174-7, 180 
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▲T  THB 


January  Term,  1909. 


ScHwiKB,  bj  guardian  ad  litem,  KeBpondent,  vs.  Ohigaqo^ 
MiLWAUKSx  ft  St.  Paul  Railway  Compaitt^  Appellant. 

Mmy  ll'-June  S,  1999. 

Railroads:  Depot  grounds:  Questions  for  jury:  Negligence:  LidbiUty 
for  umfenced  track:  Injuries  to  children:  Contributory  negli- 
gence: Cause  of  injury:  Instructions  to  jury:  Excessive  damr 
ages. 

L  The  quefition  whether  a  given  place  la  or  Is  not  depot  grounda 
within  the  calls  of  aec.  1810,  Stata.  (1898),  la  ordinarily  a  quea- 
tlon  of  fact. 

2.  Fallare  of  the  statutory  duty  Imposed  upon  railroad  companies 

to  fence  their  right  of  way  constitutes  negligence,  and  for  in- 
juries proximately  caused  thereby,  and  not  contributed  to  by 
the  negligence  of  the  person  Injured,  the  company  Is  liable. 

3.  Where,  In  addition  to  the  duty  Imposed  upon  railroads  to  fence- 

thelr  right  of  way,  the  proylslons  of  the  statute  Impose  llabillty^ 
for  all  damage  to  persons  and  animals  occasioned  "In  any  man- 
ner. In  whole  or  In  part,  by  the  want  of  such  fences,"  an  Injury 
may  be  occasioned  In  whole  or  In  part  by  the  absence  of  a  fence, 
although  It  may  not  l>e  proximately  caused  thereby. 

4.  Under  sec.  1810,  Stats.  (1898),  Imposing  upon  railroads  liability 

for  damages  to  persons  and  animals  occasioned  by  unfenced 
right  of  way,  proximate  causal  relation,  including  reasonable 
anticipation,  is  not  necessary,  and  contributory  negligence  la 
no  defense;  the  purpose  of  the  statute  being  to  east  upon  rail- 
roads abeolute  liability. 
(5.  Whether  the  deliberate  and  intentional  entry  upon  a  railroad 
right  of  way  and  tracks  by  an  adult  fully  cognizant  of  all  the 
conditions,  and  with  no  circumstances  of  confusion  or  Inadvert- 
ence,  may  be  held,  as  matter  of  law,  not  occasioned  by  absence 
of  a  fence,  not  determined.] 
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6.  Where,  in  the  light  of  childish  tendencies,  an  Injury  happens  to 

a  child  ten  years  of  age  upon  the  unfenced  right  of  way  of  a 
railroad,  the  court  cannot  say,  as  matter  of  law,  that  his  deviar 
tion  onto  the  railroad  grounds  would  have  so  certainly  occurred 
had  a  fence  been  Interposed  as  to  warrant  rerersing  a  finding 
that  the  injury  was  caused  in  whole  or  In  part  by  the  absence 
of  a  fence. 

7.  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  happening  to  a  child  walking 

upon  an  unfenced  right  of  way,  it  Is  not  error  to  instruct  tho 
jury  to  consider  whether  a  fence  would  hare  "prevented  or 
tended  to  prevent"  plaintiff's  entry  on  the  right  of  way. 

8.  A  verdict  of  |10,000  for  damages  sustained  by  a  child  ten  yeara 

of  age,  consisting  of  loss  of  his  left  arm  close  to  the  shoulder, 
a  cut  on  his  head,  and  bruises  and  scratches  on  his  face,  which 
was  held  not  excessive  by  the  trial  court,  will  not  be  disturbed 
on  appeal. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  Obren  T.  Williams,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

Plaintiff  was  injured  by  being  run  down  by  defendant's 
engine  at  a  point  south  of  Reservoir  avenue  and  near  Hum- 
boldt avenue  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee.  At  that  place  the 
defendant  maintained  several  substantially  parallel  tracks 
for  various  purposes.  The  railroad  premises  were  bounded 
on  the  north  by  Reservoir  avenue,  a  narrow  unpaved  street 
running  east  and  west  Coming  from  the  north,  Bremen 
street  terminated  in  Reservoir  avenue^  and  some  two  blocks 
east  Humboldt  avenue,  a  main  business  thoroughfare,  crossed 
the  railroad  tracks.  Reservoir  avenue  connected  Bremen 
street  and  Humboldt  avenue,  but  on  the  day  in  question  was 
very  muddy  and  unpleasant  for  passage.  The  railroad 
grounds  were  in  better  condition,  and  there  was  a  much  used 
foot-path  along  one  of  the  tracks,  the  third  or  fourth  south 
of  Reservoir  avenue.  Plaintiff,  a  boy  about  ten  years  old, 
of  apparently  average  intelligence,  was  sent  from  his  home 
on  Bremen  street  near  Reservoir  avenue  to  a  place  on  Hum- 
boldt avenue,  also  north  of  Reservoir  avenue.  He  started 
southward  on  Bremen  street,  incumbered  by  a  basket  for  gro- 
ceries, and  passed  onto  the  railroad  groimds  and  took  the  path 
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above  mentioned  along  the  so-called  roundhouse  track,  where 
he  was  injured  by  an  engine  coming  up  behind  him.  The 
railroad  grounds  were  not  inclosed  by  any  fence.  The  jury 
found  by  special  verdict  in  the  first  answer  that  the  place  in 
question  was  not  depot  grounds,  and,  by  answer  to  the  sixth 
question,  that  plaintiff's  injury  was  caused  in  whole  or  in 
part  by  the  fact  that  the  defendant  company  had  not  fenced 
its  right  of  way  at  the  point  where  the  plaintiff  entered  upon 
it.  Other  negligence  was  also  found  as  the  proximate  cause 
of  plaintiff's  injury,  as  also  the  absence  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence. 

[Plaintiff  was  drawn  under  the  wheels  of  the  engine  or 
tender,  which  cut  off  his  left  arm  close  to  the  shoulder. 
Plaintiff  also  received  a  cut  on  the  head,  and  his  face  was 
bruised  and  scratched,  but  he  otherwise  received  no  injury. 
The  verdict  was  for  $10,000.] 

After  a  motion  for  a  new  trial,  and  also  a  motion  to  re- 
verse the  answer  to  the  sixth  question,  among  others,  had  been 
overruled,  judgment  was  entered  for  the  plaintiff,  from  which 
the  defendant  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  C.  H.  Van  Alstine 
and  H.  J,  Killileaj  Bnd  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Van  Alstine. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  O'Connor,  Schmitz 
<6  Wild,  and  oral  argument  hj  A.  J.  Schmitz. 

Dodge,  J.  Appellant's  first  contention  is  that  the  Iocils  in 
quo  was  in  fact  depot  grounds,  although  he  assigns  no  error 
either  upon  the  answer  to  the  first  question  in  the  special  ver- 
dict or  to  the  refusal  of  the  court  to  set  it  aside.  Disregard- 
ing Buch  omission,  however,  there  was  much  evidence  intro- 
duced with  reference  to  the  use  which  was  made  of  the  vari- 
ous tracks  as  well  as  of  the  location  of  the  place  of  injury 
with  reference  to  any  station,  and  the  jury  were  aided  by  a 
view  in  passing  on  accessibility  to  the  public  for  loading 
freight.     The  question  whether  a  given  place  is  or  is  not  de- 
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pot  grounds^  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1810,  Stats.  (1898)^ 
is  ordinarily  a  question  of  fact  Orosse  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  B. 
Co.  91  Wis.  482,  65  N.  W.  185;  Cole  v.  D.,  8.  8,  &  A.  B. 
Co.  104  Wis.  460,  80  N.  W.  736 ;  Habenicht  v.  C,  8L  P.,  M. 
&  0.  B,  Co.  126  Wis.  521,  105  N.  W.  910.  In  the  present 
case  the  evidence  quite  clearly  was  such  that  the  jury  within 
their  province  might  well  have  found  in  the  negative  as  they 
did. 

The  next  material  contention  of  the  appellant  is  advanced 
under  the  form  of  an  attack  upon  the  sixth  finding  that  the 
plaintiff's  injury  was  caused  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  ab- 
sence of  a  fence.  Counsel  supports  his  contention  mainly  by 
cases  decided  under  very  different  statutes  and  involving  radi- 
cally different  principles  and  reasons  from  those  applicable 
to  our  statutes :  statutes  which  merely  command  railroad  com- 
panies to  fence  their  rights  of  way,  and  under  which  it  is  held 
that  failure  to  do  so,  being  a  breach  of  the  law,  is  an  act  of 
negligence.  Such  cases  are  entirely  analogous  to  the  deci- 
sions of  this  court  under  statutes  prohibiting  excessive  rates 
of  speed  and  requiring  ringing  of  bell.  Sec.  1809,  Stats. 
(1898) ;  Bansom  v.  C,  8t.  P.,  M.  &  0.  B.  Co.  62  Wis.  178, 
22  N.  W.  147 ;  Piper  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Co.  77  Wis.  247, 
46  N.  W.  165.  The  principle  there  involved  is  merely  that 
the  failure  of  the  statutory  duty  constitutes  negligence  from 
which  the  courts  start  with  the  logical  deduction  that  for  in- 
juries proximately  caused  thereby,  and  not  contributed  to 
by  the  negligence  of  the  person  injured,  the  company  should 
be  liable.  In  the  application  of  that  rule  there  has  been 
much  discussion  whether  proximate  causal  relation  can  exist 
between  the  absence  of  a  fence  and  the  intentional  entry  upon 
railroad  grounds  by  one  in  the  full  exercise  of  his  faculties 
and  competent  to  use  judgment,  choice,  and  volition,  as  in  the 
two  cases  cited  by  appellant  from  Minnesota.  Fezler  v.  W. 
&  8.  F.  B.  Co.  85  Minn.  252,  88  N.  W.  746;  Schreiner  v. 
0.  N.  B.  Co.  86  Minn.  245,  90  X.  W.  400.     It  was  in  the 
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application  of  these  same  principles  that  Schmidt  v,  M.  &  St. 
P.  R.  Co,  23  Wis.  186,  was  decided,  where  it  was  held,  un- 
der a  statute  not  expressly  imposing  liability  for  injury  to 
persons,  that  the  absence  of  fence  might  be  proximately  causal 
of  an  injury  to  an  infant  too  young  to  exercise  judgment  or 
volition.  All  such  cases  are,  however,  beside  the  question 
presented  by  our  present  sec.  1810,  Stats.  (1898),  for  that, 
in  addition  to  commanding  the  railroads  to  build  a  fence,  ex- 
pressly provides  that  in  its  absence  ^^such  road  shall  be  liable 
for  all  damages  done  to  cattle,  horses  or  other  domestic  ani- 
mals, or  persons  thereon,  occasioned  in  any  manner,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  by  want  of  such  fences  or  cattle-guards/^  An  in- 
jury may  well  be  occasioned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  absence 
of  a  fence,  although  it  may  not  be  proximately  caused 
thereby.  It  is  enough  if  such  omission  gires  occasion  for 
entry  on  the  place  of  injury.  Curry  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  i2.  Co, 
43  Wis.  665,  676. 

It  has  already  been  decided  that  proximate  causal  relation, 
including  the  element  of  reasonable  anticipation,  is  not  neces- 
sary, but  merely  that  the  railroad's  omission  shall  be  causa 
sine  qua  nan.  Atkinson  v,  C,  &  N,  W.  R.  Co.  119  Wis.  176, 
«6  K  W.  529;  Hayes  v.  Mich.  Cent.  R.  Co.  Ill  U.  S.  228. 
Also,  that  contributory  negligence  of  the  respondent  is  no 
defense.  Quachenbush  v.  W.  &  M.  R.  Co.  62  Wis.  411,  22 
K  W.  519;  8.  C.  71  Wis.  472,  37  N.  W.  834.  The  purpose 
of  this  statute  was  to  cast  upon  the  railroads  absolute  liabil- 
ity for  injuries  to  cattle  whose  entry  upon  the  tracks  was 
made  possible  by  absence  of  the  prescribed  fences,  and  when 
it  was  amended  in  the  revision  of  1878  by  the  addition  of 
^'persons,"  the  extension  of  the  same  purpose  to  human  be- 
ings was  obvious. 

The  question  to  be  decided  in  this  case,  therefore,  is  not 
whether  the  injury  to  this  plaintiff  was  proximately  caused 
by  the  absence  of  a  fence,  but  whether,  in  the  exact  language 
of  the  statute,  it  was  ^^occasioned  in  any  manner,  in  whole  or 
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ill  part/^  by  such  absence.  We  need  not  decide  whether  the 
deliberate  and  intentional  entry  upon  a  railroad  right  of  way 
and  tracks  by  an  adult  fully  cognizant  of  all  the  conditions^ 
and  with  no  circumstances  of  confusion  or  inadvertence^ 
might  be  held^  as  matter  of  law,  not  occasioned  by  the  ab- 
sence of  a  fence,  for  that  case  is  not  presented,  and  we  need 
not  theorize  as  to  whether  presence  of  a  fence  would  have 
availed  to  counteract  such  deliberate  purpose.  On  the  other 
hand,  if,  by  reason  of  storm,  inability  to  observe,  or  lack  of 
knowledge  of  the  exact  location,  even  an  adult  of  full  intelli- 
gence should  wander  from  a  highway  onto  an  adjoining  rail- 
road right  of  way,  it  would  be  difficult  to  discover  any  rea- 
son why  he  might  not  come  within  the  intent  and  purpose  of 
the  act  as  clearly  expressed  by  its  unambiguous  words.  In 
the  case  of  children  other  elements,  however,  are  presump- 
tively present.  They  lack  in  greater  or  less  degree,  accord- 
ing to  age,  development,  and  intelligence,  the  pertinacity  of 
purpose  and  the  soundness  of  judgment  of  the  adult.  Their 
conduct  is  often  controlled  by  propensities,  temptations,  curi- 
osities, and  obstacles  which  would  not  materially  affect  that 
of  the  adult.  This  consideration  has  been  recognized  by  this 
court  in  many  cases.  Meibus  v.  Dodge,  38  Wis.  300;  BiLSse 
17.  Rogers,  120  Wis.  443,  98  N.  W.  219;  Compty  v.  C.  H. 
Starlce  D.  &  D.  Co.  129  Wis.  622,  109  N.  W.  650.  All  these 
childish  tendencies  must  be  taken  into  account  in  weighing 
probability  of  childish  action.  In  the  light  of  them,  and  of 
the  fact  that  this  boy  was  on  his  way  from  Bremen  street  east- 
ward to  Humboldt  avenue,  a  distance  of  400  or  500  feet,  and 
was  confronted  by  the  muddy  road  and  tempted  by  the  better 
pathway  near  the  railroad  tracks,  although  he  in  a  measure 
appreciated  and  understood  the  danger  of  the  latter  course 
and  was  able  to  exercise  some  measure  of  intelligent  judg- 
ment, is  it  certain  that,  if  his  entry  upon  the  latter  course  had 
been  obstructed  by  a  substantial  fence  such  as  the  law  re- 
quires, he  would  have  persisted  in  overcoming  that  obstacle^ 
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instead  of  pursuing  the  safer  pathwaj  along  Eeservoir  avenue^ 
or  even  conceived  the  plan  !  We  think  not.  The  situation 
presented  an  opportunity  for  inference  by  reasonable  men 
familiar  with  human  and  boyish  tendencies  and  with  com- 
plete knowledge  of  plaintiff's  intelligence  and  maturity,  such 
as  the  jury  were  qualified  to  draw,  and  we  cannot  say  as  a 
matter  of  law  that  his  deviation  onto  the  railroad  grounds 
would  so  certainly  have  occurred  even  had  such  fence  been 
interposed  that  the  court  should  have  answered  the  sixth  ques- 
tion in  the  negative.  The  mere  absence  of  a  required  ob- 
stacle or  warning  has  often  been  held  to  support  an  inference 
that  its  presence  would  have  affected  conduct  even  of  mature 
persons;  much  more  justifiable  is  such  inference  in  case  of 
children  or  animals.  Schmidt  v,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  23  Wis. 
186;  Schrier  v.  M.,  L.  8.  &  W.  JK.  Co.  65  Wis.  457,  459,  27 
N.  W.  167;  Blomberg  v.  StewaH,  67  Wis.  455,  30  N.  W. 
617;  Palmer  v.  N.  T.  C.  &  H.  B.  R.  Co.  112  N.  Y.  234,  19 
N.  E.  678. 

Error  is  assigned  upon  the  charge  under  the  sixth  question 
because  the  court  told  the  jury  to  consider  whether  a  fence 
would  have  "prevented  or  tended  to  prevent"  plaintiff's  en- 
try on  right  of  way.  In  this  we  discover  no  error.  The 
tendency  of  a  fence  to  prevent  the  entry  was  proper  to  be  con- 
sidered in  answering  the  question  whether  plaintiff's  injury 
was  caused  by  absence  of  such  fence  as  the  law  requires. 
Of  course  defendant  would  not  be  liable  merely  because  of 
such  tendency  alone,  but  no  charge  to  that  effect  was  given. 

The  findings  that  the  locus  was  not  depot  grounds,  and 
that  absence  of  fence  caused  the  plaintiff's  injury,  are  sufB- 
cient  to  support  judgment  for  plaintiff,  and  we  need  not 
discuss  any  errors  assigned  or  committed  in  connection  with 
other  forms  of  negligence  alleged  and  found  against  defend- 
ant, or  with  the  question  of  plaintiff's  contributory  negli- 
gence. 

Contention  is  made  that  the  verdict,  $10,000,  is  excessive. 
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While  it  is  larger  than  we  might  approve  as  an  original  prop- 
osition, yet  it  is  not  substantially  larger  than  courts  have 
•often  sustained  for  similar  or  equivalent  injuries.  Schmidt 
V.  M.  £  St  P.  R.  Co.,  supra;  Berg  v.  C,  M.  &  8L  P.  R.  Co. 

50  Wis.  419,  7  N.  W.  347 ;  Nadau  v.  White  River  L.  Co.  76 
Wis.  120,  43  N.  W.  1135 ;  Baltzer  v.  C,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co. 
«9  Wis.  257,  60  N.  W.  716 ;  Yerkes  v.  N.  P.  R.  Co.  112  Wis. 
184,  88  N.  W.  33 ;  Chicago  Anderson  P.  B.  Co.  v.  Remharz, 

51  lU.  App.  543.  It  has  been  held  not  excessive  by  the  trial 
court,  whose  opportunity  for  knowledge  is  better  than  onrs. 
We  cannot  feel  justified  to  disturb  it 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Mahit  and  wife,  Bespondents,  vb.  Chicago  &  Milwaukee 
Elbotbio  Railroad  Comfant  and  another,  Appellants. 

May  ll—June  5,  1909. 

Vendor  and  purch<uer  of  land:  BuHMency  of  eonveuonoe  tendered: 
Contract  for  exchange:  Remedies  for  breach:  Equity:  Adequacy 
of  remedy  at  lato:  Rescission:  Lands  occupied  hy  railroad  5y 
owner* s  consent:  Cloud  upon  title. 

1.  Whether,  where  a  railroad  company  had  agreed  to  procure  cer- 

tain land  aad  convey  It  to  plaintiffs  "by  good  warranty  deed" 
In  exchange  for  land  owned  by  them,  the  tender  to  them  of  a 
full  warranty  deed  from  the  true  owner  of  the  land  might  be 
held  a  sufficient  performance  on  the  part  of  the  company,  even 
without  covenants  of  warranty  from  Itself,  not  determined. 

2.  Where,  In  such  case,  plaintiffs  were  Informed  when  such  war- 

ranty deed  was  tendered  that  the  grantor  named  therein  held 
title  "In  trust"  for  the  railroad  company,  and  that  the  consid- 
eration for  the  land  had  been  paid  by  the  company,  the  nature 
of  the  trust  not  being  disclosed,  they  were  not  bound  to  accept 
the  deed  as  a  compliance  with  the  contract. 

3.  Upon  the  failure  of  the  company  to  perform  om  its  part  the  agree- 

ment to  exchange  lands,  plaintiffs  had  the  right  either  to  mie 
for  damages  for  the  breach  or  to  rescind  the  contract  The  com- 
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pany  could  not  compel  them  to  sell  their  land  for  a  sum  of 
money  which  they  had  never  agreed  to  accept 

4.  PlaintiiTs  in  such  case  having  hrought  suit  in  equity  for  rescis- 

Bion  of  the  agreement,  the  failure  of  the  railroad  company  to 
object  may  be  deemed  a  consent  that  the  court,  by  exercise  of 
Its  equitable  powers,  grant  whatever  form  of  relief  is  proper 
under  the  circumstances. 

5.  The  agreement  for  exchange  of  lands  having  been  followed  by 

ocMnpleted  construction  of  the  railroad  over  plaintiffs'  land,  no 
mere  recovery  at  law  could  fully  re-establish  plaintiffs'  rights, 
since  the  transaction  amounted  at  least  to  a  consent  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  road,  and  such  a  status,  once  created  by  con- 
sent, would  not  be  disturbed. 

6.  Unless  completely  rescinded,  the  written  agreement  for  exchange 

would  constitute  an  obstacle  to  plaintiffs'  obtaining  statutory 
compensation  for  the  part  of  their  land  applied  to  railroad 
uses,  and  even  after  declaration  of  rescission  it  would  be  a 
cloud  upon  the  title  which  equity  should  remove. 

Appeax  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  J.  C.  Ludwiq,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  defendant  railroad  company  laid  out  and  surveyed  its 
lines  approximately  north  and  south  through  plaintiff's  tract 
of  nearly  forty  acres,  so  as  to  leave  about  eighteen  acres  to 
the  eastward  of  the  right  of  way  separated  from  the  farm 
buildings.  A  written  contract  of  date  April  27,  1907,  was 
entered  into,  whereby  the  plaintiffs  agreed  to  convey  all  east 
of  the  west  line  of  the  150-foot  right  of  way,  and  in  considera- 
tion thereof  the  railroad  company  agreed  to  procure  and  con- 
vey to  them  approximately  the  same  amount  of  land  on  the 
west  side  of  its  right  of  way,  joining  theirs  on  the  south,  and 
to  pay  $800  in  money,  each  party  to  go  into  immediate  pos- 
session and  the  deeds  to  be  passed  within  thirty  days  upon 
completion  of  survey.  The  plaintiffs  agreed  to  convey  by 
warranty  deed  and  to  furnish  abstract.  The  company  agreed 
to  convey  "by  good  warranty  deed,"  but  said  nothing  about 
the  abstract  It  was  not,  at  the  time  of  the  contract,  the 
owner  of  the  land  agreed  to  be  conveyed  by  it.  Possession 
was  taken  by  each  party  and  the  railroad  company  proceeded 
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to  grade  its  right  of  way,  making  an  excavation  which  is  now 
some  twenty-seven  feet  in  depth  at  the  deepest  point,  and  lay- 
ing its  tracks  as  a  part  of  its  line  of  railroad  from  Milwaukee 
to  Chicago.  It  procured  the  land  on  the  west  side  of  the 
track,  taking  title,  however,  in  the  name  of  an  agent,  Joeie 
Shenners,  in  trust  for  the  company,  in  order  that  the  record 
title  should  not  be  embarrassed  by  a  general  mortgage  upon 
all  its  property  then  owned  or  thereafter  acquired,  under 
which,  up  to  the  present  time,  some  $10,000,000  of  bonds 
have  been  sold.  It  also  paid  to  the  plaintiffs  the  $800  cash 
consideration.  On  August  3d,  after  submitting  satisfactory 
abstract,  the  plaintiffs  tendered  wai^ranty  deeds  and  de- 
manded deed  from  the  company.  The  latter  offered  convey- 
ance by  warranty  deed  from  said  Josie  Shenners,  who  had 
good  record  title.  The  plaintiffs  refused  to  accept,  and  on 
August  15th  notified  the  company  in  writing  of  their  election 
to  rescind  the  contract,  accompanying  such  notice  with  a  ten- 
der of  the  money  they  had  received  from  the  railroad  com- 
pany. This  suit  was  brought  to  declare  rescission  of  that 
contract  as  a  cloud  upon  the  title  of  plaintiffs'  said  real  es- 
tate. Receivers  of  the  railroad  company  having  been  ap- 
pointed in  some  undisclosed  proceeding  in  United  States  cir- 
cuit court,  they  were  joined  as  parties  defendant.  The  de- 
fendants offered  upon  the  trial  to  supplement  the  deed  of 
Josie  Shenners  by  full  covenants  of  warranty  on  the  part  of 
the  railroad  company.  The  court  rendered  judgment  that 
the  written  contract  be  rescinded,  canceled,  and  declared  null 
and  void  upon  delivery  to  defendants  of  the  said  $800  and  of 
a  certain  abstract  delivered  to  the  plaintiffs.  From  such 
judgment  the  defendants  appeal. 

T.  W.  Spence,  of  counsel,  for  the  appellants. 

Christian  Doerfler,  for  the  respondents. 

Dodge,    J.     The    first    question    seriously    discussed    is 
whether  the  railway  company  has  so  failed  in  performance  on 


3]  JAITUAKY  TEEM,  1909.  11 

Mahn  v.  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  £.  R.  Co.  140  Wis.  B. 

its  part  of  the  contract  for  the  exchange  of  lands  that  plaint- 
iffs ought  not  to  be  held  to  performance  on  their  part.  That 
it  did  fail,  and  declare  its  inability,  to  make  conveyance  in 
technical  compliance  with  its  agreement,  on  demand,  is  con- 
fessed, but  whether  the  tender  of  a  full  warranty  deed  from 
the  true  owner  of  the  land  might  not  be  held  a  sufficient  com- 
pliance, even  without  covenants  of  warranty  from  the  com- 
pany, is,  to  say  the  least,  doubtful,  standing  alone.  Bateman 
V.  Johnson,  10  Wis.  1.  In  the  instant  case,  however,  that  is 
not  the  only  defect.  With  the  tender  of  the  deed  from  Shen- 
ners  came  the  information  that  she  held  title  "in  trust^  for 
the  railroad  company,  and  the  intimation  at  least  that  the 
consideration  for  the  land  had  been  paid  by  the  company. 
Whether  this  was  a  trust  duly  declared  in  writing  was  not 
disclosed,  nor,  if  so,  whether  active  or  passive.  If  passive, 
so  that  title  at  once  vested  in  the  railroad  company,  would  not 
the  lien  of  the  mortgage  immediately  fasten  thereon  t  If  ac- 
tive, would  the  proposed  conveyance  to  plaintiffs  be  in  breach 
of  it!  If  there  was  no  express  trust,  was  not  the  title  of 
Shenners  clouded  by  the  possibility  of  a  resulting  trust  in. 
favor  of  all  creditors  under  sec.  2078,  Stats.  (1898),  subject 
to  plaintiffs'  ability  to  overcome  the  presumption  of  fraudu- 
lent intent  created  by  that  statute  t  We  do  not  think  a  con- 
veyance casting  upon  the  grantee  the  burden  of  answering  at 
his  peril  such  conundrums  as  these  is  the  equivalent  of  the 
perfect  title  for  which  plaintiffs  had  agreed  to  convey  their 
lands. 

When  the  railroad  company  thus  failed  to  carry  out  its 
part  of  the  executory  agreement  plaintiffs  had  the  right  either 
to  sue  for  damages  for  the  breach  or  to  declare  their  election 
to  rescind.  The  company,  being  unable  to  carry  out  the  con- 
traet  to  exchange  certain  lands,  could  not  compel  plaintiffs  to 
8cU  their  land  for  a  sum  of  money  which  they  had  never 
agreed  to  accept.  AJcerly  v.  Vilas,  15  Wis.  401,  413;  Booth 
V,  Ryan,  31  Wis.  45,  58;  Lutz  v.  Compton,  77  Wis.  684,  46- 
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N.  W.  889.  They  adopted  the  latter  course,  thereby,  of 
course,  surrendering  all  rights,  equitable  or  otherwise,  in  the 
lands  which  the  company  had  agreed  to  convey  them  and 
their  right  to  retain  the  money  consideration  which  had  been 
paid  them.  They  accordingly  tendered  full  surrender  and 
repayment.  Their  right  then  became  perfect  to  receive  from 
the  railroad  company  all  that  they  had  parted  with  to  it  in 
pursuance  of  the  contract.  Doubtless,  so  far  as  a  complete 
enforcement  of  that  right  could  be  had  in  a  court  of  law,  the 
plaintiffs  should  there  seek  it,  and  not  apply  to  a  court  of 
equity  unnecessarily  for  relief;  but  they  have  applied  to  a 
court  of  equity  and  the  defendants  have  raised  no  objection 
to  their  so  doing,  which  of  itself  may  be  deemed  a  consent 
that  the  court,  by  exercise  of  its  equitable  powers,  may  con- 
sider and  grant  whatever  form  of  relief  is  proper  under  the 
circumstances.  Smith  v.  Putnam,  107  Wis.  156,  82  N".  W. 
1077,  83  N.  W.  288.  Apart  from  such  consideration,  how- 
ever, the  situation  is  so  complicated  by  the  construction,  now 
completed,  of  a  public  railroad  over  the  land  that  no  mere  re- 
covery at  law  can  fully  re-establish  plaintiffs'  rights.  But 
for  that  fact  they  might  seek  recovery  of  the  possession  of  all 
their  land  with  which  they  had  parted  in  pursuance  of  the 
contract.  But  that  transaction  had  at  least  served  the  pur- 
pose of  a  consent  to  the  construction  of  the  railroad  over  a 
portion  of  this  land,  and  the  policy  of  our  statute  law  is 
against  the  disturbance  of  such  a  status  once  created  with  the 
consent  of  the  owner.  Sec.  1852,  Stats.  (1898) ;  Hardin  v. 
C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  61  Wis.  515,  21  N.  W.  623 ;  BabcocJc  v. 
0.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  107  Wis.  280,  83  K  W.  316;  StewaH  v. 
Milwaukee  E.  R.  £  L.  Co.  110  Wis.  540,  86  K  W.  163 ; 
Brickies  v.  Milwaukee  L.,  H.  &  T.  Co.  134  Wis.  358,  114  K 
W.  810.  Still  the  written  agreement,  unless  completely  re- 
scinded, continually  confronted  plaintiffs  as  an  obstacle  to 
obtaining  statutory  compensation  for  that  part  of  the  land 
applied  to  railroad  uses.     The  question  of  the  effectiveness 
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of  their  attempted  rescission  in  pais  was,  at  the  time  of  the 
commencement  of  the  action,  one  which  could  be  answered 
finally  only  by  a  decision  of  a  court.  The  contract,  therefore, 
presented,  even  after  declaration  of  rescission,  a  cloud  upon 
the  title  of  their  lands,  and  an  obstacle  to  the  sale  thereof,  the 
removal  of  which  ia  inherently  a  function  of  equity,  and, 
besides,  is  specially  and  additionally  enjoined  by  sec.  3186, 
SUts.  (1898). 

It  seems  to  us  obvious  that  the  definement  of  the  parties^ 
rights  by  a  decree  in  equity  is  essential  to  anything  like  a 
complete  re-establishment  of  the  status  quo,  and  that  no  mere 
recovery  at  law  of  either  damages  or  the  possession  of  the 
land  subject  to  the  right  of  way  can  be  full  adequate  relief. 
We  agree  with  the  trial  court  that  by  reason  of  the  failure  and 
inability  of  the  railroad  company  to  convey  to  the  plaintiffs 
a  clear  and  unquestionable  title  to  the  lands  on  the  west  side 
of  the  ri^t  of  way,  the  plaintiffs  had  a  right  to  rescind  the 
contract  and  did  effectively  exercise  that  right,  except  that 
they  could  not  remove  its  effect  as  a  consent  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  proposed  right  of  way  by  the  railroad,  from  which 
must  result,  of  course,  the  continuance  of  that  occupation 
and  the  resulting  duty  to  make  compensation  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  sec.  1852,  Stats.  (1898).  This  we  understand 
to  be  the  effect  of  the  judgment  entered  by  the  circuit  courts 
although  not  therein  fully  expressed. 

By  the  Court, — Judgment  affirmed. 
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STBYnrsoF,  Respondent,  vs.  Mtlwaukeb  Countt,  Appel- 

knt 

Jf^  IB— June  S,  1909. 

OmtrU:  Inherent  pov>er$:  AppointmenU:  NecesMorp  mttend&nU:  De- 
ierminatien  of  necesHty:  Di$cretion:  CompeneaUon  of  9pecial 
atte7idw^t9. 

1.  The  power  to  appoint  necessaiy  attendants  upon  the  circalt 

court  is  Inherent  in  that  court  in  order  to  enable  it  to  properly 
perform  the  duties  delegated  bj  the  constitution,  and  is  recog- 
nized by  sec.  24S1,  Stats.  (1898),  as  amended  by  ch.  224,  Laws 
of  1903. 

2.  In  the  exercise  of  its  inherent  power  to  appoint  neceasary  at- 

tendants it  is  for  the  presiding  judge  of  the  circuit  eourt  to 
determine  the  necessity.  In  that  respect  he  is  Teated  with  a 
broad  and  liberal  discretion. 
(3.  Whether  the  power  of  such  judge  in  detennining  the  necessity 
of  appointment  of  attendants  is  subject  to  review  In  any  case, 
not  decided.] 

4.  Where  it  seems  necessary  a  circuit  judge  may  appoint  a  court 

attendant  in  addition  to  the  sheriff  and  his  deputies  for  such 
time  as  the  necessity  exists,  notwitlistanding  the  statutory  au- 
thority given  the  sheriff  to  appoint  special  deputies  under  a 
special  order  of  such  judge  authorizing  an  additional  number 
of  deputy  sheriffs. 

5.  The  compensation  of  necessary  attendants  appointed  by  the  clr- 

cuK  judge  is  the  per  diem  allowed  deputy  sheriffs  for  the  time 
expended  during  sessions  of  the  court,  to  be  reooTored  by  cer- 
tification in  the  same  manner  as  fees  of  jurors  are  paid. 
Mabshall,  J^  dissents. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  Geo.  W.  Bubiteix,  Judge.     Reversed. 

The  plaintiff  filed  with  the  county  board  two  claims  against 
the  county  of  Milwaukee  aggregating  $749.99  for  services  as 
bailiff  from  August  1,  1907,  to  May  1,  1908,  in  branch  1  of 
the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee  county.  The  county  board 
disallowed  the  claims  and  plaintiff  appealed  to  the  circuit 
court,  and  the  court  found  as  follows : 

That  William  Stevenson  was  duly  appointed  by  the  circuit 
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court  for  Milwaukee  county  to  serve  as  bailiff  and  attendant 
upon  branch  1  of  said  court  on  the  29th  day  of  March,  1907, 
and  has  since  been  likewise  duly  appointed  to  said  position 
for  erery  succeeding  term  of  said  court ;  that  he,  haying  duly 
qualified,  has,  since  said  appointment,  performed  the  serrices 
of  such  bailiff  and  court  attendant  properly  and  faithfully 
and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  judge  of  said  court  at  all  times 
since  his  original  appointment;  that  the  circuit  court  for  Mil- 
waukee county  and  the  judges  thereof  had  on  March  29, 
1907,  and  at  all  times  since  said  date  have  had,  power  to 
appoint  such  court  attendants  to  aid  in  the  administration  of 
justice  as  they  might  deem  necessary,  and  that  the  county  of 
Milwaukee  was  and  is  liable  for  a  reasonable  compensation 
for  the  services  of  such  appointees  as  said  court  may  have 
made ;  that  the  appointment  of  William  Stevenson  to  said  of- 
fice of  bailiff  and  court  attendant  and  the  performance  by  him 
of  his  duties  as  such  court  officer  were  not  invasions  of  the 
rights  or  official  prerogatives  of  the  sheriff  of  Milwaukee 
county  in  the  premises ;  that  the  said  Stevenson  received  com- 
pensation from  the  county  of  Milwaukee  by  virtue  of  author- 
ity from  the  board  of  supervisors  of  said  county  for  his  said 
services  as  bailiff  and  attendant  upon  branch  No.  1  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  for  Milwaukee  county  for  the  first  four  months  of 
his  said  services,  to  wit,  from  April  1  until  July  31,  1907, 
at  the  rate  of  $1,000  per  year ;  that  said  services  of  said  Stev- 
enson were  and  are  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  $1,000  per 
year;  that  William  Stevenson  duly  filed  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  law  on  April  10,  1908,  a  verified  claim  for  serv- 
ices as  bailiff  as  aforesaid  for  a  period  of  eight  months  from 
August  1,  1907,  to  April  1,  1908,  in  the  amount  of  $666.66, 
and  on  May  1,  1908,  a  further  claim  for  his  said  services  for 
the  moath  of  April,  1908,  in  the  sum  of  $83.33,  both  of  which 
claims  were  disallowed  by  the  county  board  of  Milwaukee 
county  at  a  regular  meeting  thereof  held  June  2,  1908 ;  that 
■the  two  claims  of  William  Stevenson  for  services  disallowed 
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by  the  county  board  which  formed  the  basis  of  the  appeal 
herein  were  reckoned  upon  a  basis  of  compensation  at  the  rate* 
of  $1,000  per  year. 

And  the  court  concluded  thereon :  That  the  county  of  Mil- 
waukee is  indebted  to  said  William  Stevenson  for  his  serv- 
ices as  bailiff  and  attendant  upon  branch  No.  1  of  the  circuit 
court  for  Milwaukee  county  for  the  period  beginning  August 
1, 1907,  to  and  including  August  1,  1908 ;  that  the  two  claims 
for  services  as  bailiff  and  attendant  upon  branch  No.  1  of  the* 
circuit  court  of  Milwaukee  county,  dated,  respectively,  April 
10,  1908,  and  May  1,  1908,  for  the  amounts,  respectively, 
$666.66  and  $83.33,  were  lawful  and  proper  claims  against 
the  county  of  Milwaukee  and  were  improperly  disallowed  by^ 
the  county  board  of  Milwaukee  county ;  that  William  Steven- 
son is  entitled  to  judgment  against  the  county  of  Milwaukee 
in  the  sum  of  $749.99,  together  with  interest  from  June  2, 
1908,  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  taxable  costs  herein. 
Judgment  was  rendered  accordingly,  from  which  this  appeal 
was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  A.  C,  Backus,  dis- 
trict attorney,  and  Norman  L.  Baker,  assistant  district  at- 
torney, and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Baker. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Quaa^les,  Spence  A 
Quarles,  and  oral  argument  by  T,  W.  Spence. 

Kerwin,  J.  On  the  30th  day  of  March,  1907,  and  two 
days  before  the  commencement  of  the  April  term  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  for  Milwaukee  county,  L.  W.  IIalsey,  circuit 
judge,  made  the  following  order: 

*'By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  sec.  2431  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  Wisconsin,  as  judge  of  the  circuit 
court  of  Milwaukee  coimty,  branch  No.  1,  I  hereby  constitute 
and  appoint  William  Stevenson  as  bailiff  and  attendant  upon 
branch  No.  1  of  the  circuit  court  of  Milwaukee  county  for 
and  during  the  April  term  thereof. 

"Lawbencb  W.  IIalset,  Circuit  Judge." 
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Similar  orders  of  appointment  for  subsequent  terms  were 
made,  and,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  statement  of  facts,  the 
court  below  allowed  the  plaintiff  compensation  at  the  rate  of 
$1,000  per  year  for  services  as  court  attendant  under  the  ap- 
pointment. Authority  to  make  the  appointment  is  questioned 
by  the  appellant,  Milwaukee  county,  and  mainly  upon  the 
ground  that  the  judge  did  not  find  or  determine  that  a  neces- 
sity existed  for  such  appointment.  It  is  claimed  that,  be- 
cause the  sheriff  of  the  county  appointed  two  deputies  to  at- 
tend on  the  court  presided  over  by  Judge  Halsey,  no  other 
attendant  was  necessary,  and  therefore  the  judge  had  no 
power  to  make  the  appointment 

We  shall  not  enter  into  any  extended  discussion  of  the 
power  of  circuit  judges  to  appoint  attendants,  because  it 
seems  to  be  well  settled  that  the  power  exists  in  proper  cases. 
Under  the  constitution  of  this  state  the  judicial  powers  of  the 
state  in  matters  of  law  and  equity  are  vested  in  a  supreme 
court,  circuit  courts,  and  other  courts  provided  for  in  that 
instrument.  The  circuit  courts  of  this  state,  therefore,  are 
created  by  the  constitution  and  do  not  depend  solely  upon 
statute  for  their  powers.  Independent  of  statute  such  con- 
stitutional courts  have  inherent  power  to  make  such  rules  and 
orders  as  may  be  necessary  to  properly  perform  their  func- 
tions. 

"They  shall  also  have  the  power  to  issue  writs  of  habeas 
corpus,  mandamus,  injunction,  quo  warranto,  certiorari,  and 
all  other  writs  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  their  orders,  judg- 
ments and  decrees,  and  give  them  a  general  control  over  in- 
ferior courts  and  jurisdictions."     Sec.  8,  art.  VII,  Const. 

The  power  to  appoint  necessary  attendants  upon  the  court 
is  inherent  in  the  court  in  order  to  enable  it  to  properly  per- 
form the  duties  delegated  to  it  by  the  constitution.  This 
power  has  been  recognized  by  the  legislature  in  sec.  2431, 
Stats.  (1898),  as  amended  by  ch.  224,  Laws  of  1903,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

Vol.  140-2 
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"The  judges  of  the  circuit  court  may  prescribe  all  such 
rules  of  practice  and  rules  to  regulate  their  proceedings  and 
facilitate  the  administration  of  justice  as  they  may  deem  ne<^ 
essary,  not  inconsistent  with  law  or  the  rules  of  practice  pre- 
scribed by  the  justices  of  the  supreme  court.  Any  officer  of 
the  court  or  court  attendant  who  may  be  appointed  by  the 
judge  of  any  circuit  court,  shall  have  the  same  powers  and 
authority  in  court,  during  each  session  thereof,  as  the  sheriff 
of  the  county.'' 

This  section  by  necessary  inference  recognizes  power  in  the 
circuit  courts  to  appoint  attendants,  and  the  members  of  this 
court  so  held  at  an  early  day.  Speaking  through  Chief  Jus- 
tice Dixon  the  members  of  this  court  said : 

"It  is  a  power  inherent  in  every  court  of  record,  and  espe- 
cially courts  of  last  resort,  to  appoint  such  assistants,  and 
the  court  itself  is  to  judge  of  the  necessity.  This  principle  is 
well  settled  and  familiar,  and  the  power  so  essential  to  the 
expedition  and  proper  conducting  of  judicial  business  that  it 
may  be  looked  upon  as  very  doubtful  whether  the  court  can 
be  deprived  of  it.  As  a  power  judicial  and  not  executive  or 
legislative  in  its  nature,  and  one  lodged  in  a  co-ordinate 
branch  of  the  government  separated  and  independent  in  its 
sphere  of  action  from  the  other  branches,  it  seems  to  be  imder 
the  protection  of  the  constitution,  and  therefore  a  power 
which  cannot  be  taken  from  the  court,  and  given  to  either  the 
executive  or  legislative  departments,  or  to  any  officer  of  either 
of  those  departments."  In  re  Janitor  of  Supreme  Court,  35 
Wis.  410;  Crawford  Co.  v.  Le  Clerc,  3  Pin.  325;  State  ex 
rel.  Gubbins  v.  Anson,  132  Wis.  461,  112  N.  W.  475. 

Other  courts  have  announced  the  same  doctrine.  State  ex 
rel  Ilovey  v.  Noble,  118  Ind.  350,  21  K  E.  244,  4  L.  R.  A. 
101;  State  ex  rel.  Douglas  v.  Westfall,  86  Minn.  437,  89 
X.  W.  175 ;  In  re  Court  Officers,  3  Pa.  Dist.  Itep.  196 ;  Board 
of  Comm'rs  v.  Stout,  136  Ind.  63,  35  K  E.  683,  22  L.  R.  A. 
f\9S;  Ex  parte  Kellogg,  6  Vt.  509. 

As  we  understand  the  appellant's  contention,  the  power  to 
appoint  necessary  court  attendants  is  not  seriously  denied,  but 
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it  is  insisted  that  the  necessity  did  not  arise  in  this  case. 
The  power  to  determine  the  necessity  must  rest  somewhere, 
and  no  place,  we  think,  more  appropriately  than  with  the 
judge  making  the  appointment,  for  it  is  for  him  to  determine 
when  a  necessity  exists  in  the  administration  of  the  business 
of  his  court ;  and  it  necessarily  follows  from  the  nature  of  the 
case  that  a  broad  and  liberal  discretion  is  vested  in  the  judge 
respecting  this  power.  Whether  the  power  of  the  judge  in 
determining  the  necessity  is  subject  to  review  in  any  case, 
and,  if  so,  in  what  manner  and  under  what  circumstances, 
we  need  not  and  do  not  decide,  because  in  the  case  before  us 
the  record  shows  no  abuse  of  power  by  the  judge  in  making 
the  appointment. 

Some  contention  is  made  that  the  prerogative  of  the  sheriff 
was  infringed  by  the  judge  in  appointing  an  attendant  vested 
with  the  power  of  a  deputy  sheriff,  but  this  by  no  means  fol- 
lows from  the  record.  On  the  contrary,  it  appears  that  the 
presence  of  the  sheriff  in  court  and  participation  within  the 
scope  of  his  right  to  act,  either  by  himself  or  his  deputy,  was 
not  interfered  with.  We  think  it  clear  that  where  it  seems 
to  the  judge  necessary  that  an  attendant  upon  the  court,  in 
addition  to  the  sheriff  and  his  deputies,  should  be  appointed, 
it  is  his  right  to  make  the  appointment  for  such  time  as  the 
necessity  exists. 

Our  attention  is  called  to  sec.  725,  Stats.  (1898),  which 
makes  it  the  duty  of  the  sheriff  to  attend  upon  the  circuit 
court  during  its  session  and  file  a  list  of  his  deputies,  not  ex- 
ceeding three;  but  this  provision  does  not  deprive  the  judge, 
in  case  a  necessity  exists,  of  the  power  of  appointing  an  at- 
tendant upon  the  court.  When  that  necessity  exists  must  be 
determined  by  the  judge  of  the  court  in  which  the  appoint- 
ment is  made.  Subd.  3,  sec.  725,  Stats.  (1898),  provides 
that  the  sheriff  shall  attend  upon  the  circuit  court  during  its 
sessions  and  file  a  list  of  his  deputies,  who  are  to  receive  a 
per  diem  for  attendance  on  court,  and  further  that  the  court 
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may  by  speciul  order  authorize  a  greater  number  of  deputies 
to  attend  when  the  court  shall  be  engaged  in  the  trial  of  any 
person  charged  with  crime;  and  sec.  2431,  Stats.  (1898),  as 
amended  by  ch.  224,  Laws  of  1903,  provides  that  the  person 
appointed  by -the  judge  shall  have  the  same  powers  and  au- 
thority in  court  during  its  session  as  the  sheriflF  of  the  county. 
If' the  court  or  judge  had  attempted  to  interfere  with  the  con- 
stitutional or  statutory  powers  of  the  sheriflF,  a  diflFerent  ques- 
tion would  be  presented.  . 

The  court  below  allowed  a  recovery  by  the  plaintiff  on  the 
basis  of  $1,000  per  year  upon  the  ground  that  this  amount 
waa  reasonable  pay  for  the  plaintiff's  services.  Of  course  the 
general  rule  is  well  understood  that  where  fees  of  an  officer 
are  fijced  by  statute  no  other  compensation  can  be  recovered. 
Crawford  Co,  v.  Iowa  Co,  2  Pin.  368;  Portage  Co.  v,  Wau- 
paca Co.  15  Wis.  362 ;  St,  Croix  Co.  v.  "Webster,  111  Wis. 
270,  87  K  W.  302 ;  Douglas  Co.  v.  Sommer,  120  Wis.  424, 
98  N.  W.  249.  Sec.  733,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  specifically 
how  fees  for  attendance  required  by  law  on  any  court  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  treasury  of  the  county  "in  the  same  manner  as 
the  fees  of  jurors  attending  such  courts  are  to  be  paid." 
Subd.  22,  sec.  731,  provides  that  the  necessary  deputies  shall 
receive  for  attendance  on  the  circuit  court  $2  a  day,  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  county  treasury.  It  follows  that  the  fees  of  neces- 
sary attendants  appointed  to  attend  upon  court  shall  be  the 
per  diem  allowed  deputy  sheriffs  for  the  time  expended  dur- 
ing the  sessions  of  the  court.  This  compensation  can  be  re- 
covered only  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  statutes,  namely, 
by  certification  in  the  same  manner  as  fees  of  jurors  are  paid. 
This  seems  to  follow  from  the  statutes  and  decisions  of  this 
court.  Sees.  733,  2560,  Stats.  (1898) ;  Northern  T.  Co.  v. 
Snyder,  113  Wis.  516,  89  K  W.  460;  Oneida  Co.  v.  Tib- 
hits,  125  Wis.  9,  102  N.  W.  897 ;  Philler  v.  Waukesha  Co. 
139  Wis.  211,  120  K  W.  829. 

It  does  not  appear  from  the  record  just  what  the  oertifica- 
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tion  was,  since  the  certificates  do  not  appear;  but  the  state- 
ment in  the  bill  of  exceptions  must  be  regarded  as  a  verity, 
and  from  this  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was  certification 
for  all  the  time  claimed.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  the 
plaintiff  was  paid  for  all  services  up  to  July  31,  1907,  and 
that  in  this  action  the  certification  only  shows  attendance 
from  July  1, 1907,  to  January  28, 1908.  Besides,  the  services 
were  allowed  at  the  rate  of  $1,000  per  year.  It  may  be  that 
upon  another  trial  the  plaintiff  may  be  able  to  show  that  his 
claim  was  properly  verified  for  the  time  allowed  as  required 
by  sec.  2560,  Stats.  (1898),  and,  if  so,  he  will  be  entitled  to 
recover  the  per  diem  allowed  by  statute  to  deputy  sheriffs  for 
attendance  upon  the  sessions  of  the  circuit  court  for  such  time 
as  he  attended.     It  follows  that  there  must  be  a  new  trial. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 

Marshall,  J.  (dissenting),  I  do  not  think  In  re  Janitor 
of  Supreme  Court,  35  Wis.  410,  419,  should  cut  any  figure  in 
the  decision  of  this  case.  Ifo  provision  was  made  by  the 
written  law  for  an  attendant  upon  this  court,  so  resort  was 
had  to  the  inherent  power  mentioned,  the  necessity  being  un- 
questionable. Neither  do  I  think  sec.  2431,  Stats.  (1898), 
as  amended  by  ch.  224,  Laws  of  1903,  should  cut  any  figure, 
except  in  so  far  as  it  recognizes  an  inherent  power  of  appoint- 
ment to  be  exercised  in  case  of  necessity,  considering,  the 
written  law  making  quite  remote  any  such  event. 

As  to  circuit  courts  the  power  of  appointment  of  court  at- 
tendants in  the  ordinary  is  in  abeyance  because  the  legisla- 
ture, manifestly,  has  so  willed.  It  has  provided  for  such 
attendants  and  their  compensation  and  manner  of  payment. 
Subd.  3,  sec.  725,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  the  sheriff  of 
each  county  shall  attend  the  sessions  of  the  court  therein  with 
his  deputies  to  the  number  of  not  to  exceed  three,  who  shall 
receive  a  per  diem  for  each  attendant,  and  that,  by  special 
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order,  the  court  may  authorize  a  greater  number  of  deputies 
when  it  shall  be  engaged  in  the  trial  of  any  person  charged 
with  a  crime.  Subd.  22,  sec.  731,  Stats.  (1898),  provides 
that  a  deputy,  in  attending  court,  sliall  receive  compensation 
at  the  rate  of  $2  per  day  for  each  day,  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
county  treasury.  Sec.  733,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  all 
such  fees  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  county  treasury  of  the 
county  wherein  such  service  shall  have  been  rendered  in  the 
same  manner  as  fees  of  jurors  attending  such  court  are  to  be 
paid.  Sec.  2560,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  at  the  end  of 
every  term  of  a  circuit  court  or  within  ten  days  thereafter 
the  clerk  of  the  court  shall  give  to  each  juror  a  certificate  of 
the  number  of  days  attended  by  him  upon  the  court ;  that  the 
juror  shall  receipt  therefor  before  delivery  thereof  to  him, 
and  that  the  county  treasurer  shall  pay  the  amount  due  to 
him. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen,  the  written  law  amply  provides  for 
circuit  court  attendants,  except  in  emergency  cases  of  a  tem- 
porary character,  the  appointing  power  being  lodged  in  the 
sheriff;  also  amply  provides  for  payment  of  such  attendants 
at  a  specified  amount  for  each  day's  actual  attendance  upon  a 
session  of  court,  and  provides  for  an  auditing  officer,  to  wit, 
the  clerk  of  the  court,  as  regards  the  number  of  such  days'  at- 
tendance, and  makes  it  mandatory  on  the  county  treasurer  to 
recognize  such  audit  by  paying  every  holder  of  the  required 
evidence  of  attendance  $2  per  day.  Neither  the  circuit  judge 
nor  the  county  board  has  any  duty  whatever  in  respect  to  the 
matter,  except,  doubtless,  the  former  should  supervise  the 
clerk  in  respect  to  performance  of  his  duty. 

Can  there  be  any  doubt  but  that,  in  view  of  the  situation 
stated,  the  legislative  idea  is  that  the  matter  of  court  attend- 
ants and  payment  thereof  shall  be  governed  by  the  written 
law  so  far  as  possible.  It  may  well  be  that  courts  are  not 
obliged  to  bow  to  the  legislative  will  in  such  matters,  but  they 
ought  to  in  all  cases  where  their  constitutional  authority  is 
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not  prejudicially  interfered  with.  The  written  law  does  not 
leave  any  occasion  for  use  of  the  court's  inherent  power,  ex- 
cept in  purely  emergency  cases,  and  it  is  manifest  thdt  no 
such  case  existed  in  the  instance  before  us.  When  the  legis- 
lature, without  prejudicially  trenching  upon  judicial  power, 
has  lodged  jurisdiction  over  a  particular  matter  completely 
elsewhere  than  where  it  has  commonly  been  exercised,  with 
reasonable  expectation  that  the  new  instrumentality  will  ade- 
quately deal  with  such  matter,  though  such  power,  if  lodged 
in  the  court  by  the  organic  law,  could  not  be  prejudicially 
taken  away,  if  there  is  no  good  reason  why  the  court  should 
not  regard  itself  substantially  superseded  in  such  matter,  it 
should  do  that,  and  its  failure  in  that  respect  should  be  viewed 
as  jurisdictional  error.  Bumham  v.  Norton,  100  Wis.  8,  75 
N.  W.  304. 

The  opinion  of  the  court  goes  upon  the  ground  that  the  ap- 
pointment in  question  was  made  to  meet  a  necessity,  but  it 
seems  the  conception  of  necessity  fails  to  give  due  significance 
to  the  ample  provision  for  court  attendants  in  the  written  law, 
and  to  appreciate  that  there  cannot  well  be  any  necessity  for 
a  judicial  appointment  except  in  case  of  the  number  of  depu- 
ties competent  for  the  sheriff  to  appoint  being  insufficient,  or 
refusal  on  his  part  to  appoint  competent  persons.  I  under- 
stand there  was  nothing  of  the  kind  in  this  case.  The  learned 
circuit  judge  evidently  supposed  that  since  court  attendants 
generally  are  needed,  that  was  all  the  necessity  required  to 
enable  him  to  make  such  appointment,  while,  in  fact,  the  fur- 
ther element  of  refusal  or  inability  of  the  sheriff  to  furnish 
the  necessary  attendants  was  required.  In  my  judgment,  the 
appointment  in  this  case,  since  the  sheriff  stood  ready  to  fur- 
nish a  proper  attendant,  was  akin  to  usurpation. 

I,  of  course,  agree  that,  in  any  event,  the  appointee  is  only 
entitled  to  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $2  per  day.  However, 
the  opinion  of  the  court  fails  to  make  plain  that,  assuming  the 
respondent  to  be  entitled  to  pay  at  the  rate  of  $2  per  day  for 
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the  numbers  of  days  he  actually  attended  sessions  of  the  court, 
the  county  board  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  The 
whole  proceeding  of  presenting  the  claim  to  such  board  for 
allowance  was  wrong  and  the  reversal  and  remand  for  a  new 
trial,  as  it  is  liable  to  be  understood,  t.  e.  that  respondent  can 
recover  on  such  trial  for  such  days'  attendance  as  may  be  cer- 
tified under  sec.  2560,  Stats.  (1898),  in  my  opinion  is  wrong. 
No  action  of  this  nature  is  necessary  or  proper.  The  county 
board  has  no  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter,  therefore  the 
circuit  court  did  not  obtain  any.  The  cause  should  be  re- 
manded with  directions  to  dismiss  with  costs,  but  without 
prejudice  to  respondent's  obtaining  a  certificate  from  the 
clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  number  of  days  he  actually 
attended  upon  sessions  of  the  court,  as  shown  by  the  court 
journals,  and  obtaining  thereon  of  the  county  treasurer  $2  for 
each  such  day.  Under  the  decision  it  is  the  duty  of  such 
clerk  to  give  such  certificate,  and  mandamiLS  is  the  remedy 
for  refusal.  Upon  presentation  of  such  certificate  to  the 
county  treasurer  it  will  be  his  duty  to  pay  as  aforesaid,  and 
mandamus  is  the  remedy  for  refusal.  The  written  law,  as 
we  have  shown,  in  unmistakable  terms,  provides  for  payment 
of  court  attendants  in  that  manner  and  such  manner  is  ex- 
clusive. That  is  the  effect  of  Oneida  Co.  v.  Tibbits,  125 
Wis.  9, 102  N.  W.  897,  and  Philler  v.  WavJcesha  Co.  139  Wis. 
211,  120  N.  W.  829,  if  there  is  any  ambiguity  in  the  mat- 
ter. The  coimty  board  has  no  more  to  do  with  the  subject 
than  it  has  with  the  payment  of  jurors,  state  witnesses,  court 
reporter,  or  the  judge  himself. 
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Cawkeb  and  others,  Executors,  etc.,  Respondents,  vs.  Cen- 
TBJiL  BiTULiTHio  Pavino  Company,  imp.,  Appellant. 

May  IS—^une  5,  1909, 

Fleading:  Demurrer:  Constitutional  law:  Bpeciai  laws:  Defective  mu- 
nicipal contract:  Curative  act:  Ratification  l>y  municipality:  Ac- 
tion: Quantum  meruit. 

1.  Where  a  taxpayer  has  brought  an  action  against  a  city  and  a 

paving  contractor  to  enjoin  the  collection  of  the  contract  price, 
an  afllrmatlye  claim  set  up  by  the  contractor  by  cross-complaint 
against  the  city  for  a  recovery  on  implied  assumpsit,  if  bus- 
tained,  defeats  the  taxpayer's  action,  and  hence  he  may  chal- 
lenge the  legal  sufficiency  of  the  crossKX>mplaint  on  demurrer. 

2.  Ch.  €77,  Laws  of  1907,  purporting  to  validate  certain  classes  of 

paving  contracts  theretofore  made  by  "any  municipal  corpora- 
tion of  the  first  class,"  relates  to  the  city  of  MilwaAikee,  which 
Is  the  only  dty  then  or  ever  theretofore  in  the  first  class  of 
dties  by  legislative  classification  according  to  population,  and 
relates  wholly  to  past  conditions.  It  is  therefore  a  special  law 
amending  the  charter  of  that  city  and  within  the  condemnation 
of  sees.  31,  32.  art  IV,  Const. 

.8.  Where  a  municipal  paving  contract  Is  invalid  for  failure  to  com- 
ply with  charter  requirements,  the  city  cannot  thereafter  vali- 
date it  by  ratification  without  compliance  with  such  charter 
provisions. 

4.  Where  a  street-paving  contract  Is  void  for  failure  to  comply  with 
charter  provisions,  the  contractor  cannot  go  on  and  complete 
it  and  recover  upon  quantum  meruit. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  W.  J.  Tubnee,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer  to  the 
supplemental  answer,  counterclaim,  and  cross-complaint  of 
the  appellant. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Winkler,  Flanders, 
Botttum  d  Fawsett,  attorneys,  and  James  Q.  Flanders  and 
/.  M.  Head,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Flanders. 

Among  other  references  upon  the  part  of  the  appellant  were 
the  following:  Sees.  18,  31,  art  IV,  Const;  Adams  v.  Beloit, 
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105  Wis.  363,  81  K  W.  869;  Warner  v.  Knox,  60  Wis.  429,. 
7  N.  W.  372 ;  ch.  322,  Laws  of  1875 ;  Cawker  v.  Cent.  B.  P. 
Co.  133  Wis.  29,  34,  113  N.  W.  419;  Boyd  v.  Milwaukee,  92" 
Wis.  456,  66  N.  W.  603^;  Johnson  v.  Milwaukee,  88  Wis.  383, 
60  N.  W.  270;  Evans-Snyder-Buel  Co.  v.  McFadden,  106 
Fed.  293 ;  Stevens  Point  B.  Co.  v.  Beilly,  44  Wis.  295 ;  Thom- 
son V.  Elton,  109  Wis.  689,  85  N.  W.  425 ;  McGillivray  v. 
Joint  School  Dist.  112  Wis.  354,  88  K  W.  310;  Bice  v.  Ash- 
land Co.  114  Wis.  130,  89  N.  W.  908 ;  Schneider  v.  Menasha, 
118  Wis.  298,  95  K  W.  94;  Balch  v.  Beach,  119  Wis.  77,  95 
N.  W.  132 ;  Martin  v.  Fond  du  Lac  Co.  127  Wis.  586,  106  N. 
W.  1095;  Appleton  W.  Co.  v.  Appleton,  132  Wis.  563,  113 
N.  W.  44;  Lawrence  v.  Milwaukee,  45  Wis.  306. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  By  an,  Ogderi  <t 
Bottum,  and  oral  argument  by  L.  M.  Ogden. 

Among  other  references  upon  the  part  of  the  respondents 
were  the  following:  Ch.  677,  Laws  of  1907 ;  Allen  v.  Milwau- 
kee, 128  Wis.  678,  106  N.  W.  1099;  Ledebuhr  v.  Wis.  T. 
Co.  115  Wis.  214,  91  N.  W.  1012 ;  Bostwick  v.  Mut.  L.  Ins. 
Co.  122  Wis.  323,  99  N.  W.  1042 ;  Chippewa  B.  Co.  v.  Du- 
rand,  122  Wis.  85,  95,  99  N.  W.  603. 

Timlin,  J.  The  plaintiffs,  executors  and  trustees  under 
the  will  of  E.  H.  Cawker,  deceased,  as  resident  taxpayers  of 
the  Sixteenth  ward  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  brought  this 
suit  on  October  26,  1906,  against  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  cer- 
tain of  its  officers,  and  the  appellant,  to  enjoin  the  city  and 
these  officers  from  accepting  certain  street-paving  work  done 
by  appellant,  from  countersigning  or  paying  over  to  appel- 
lant any  city  order  or  orders  in  payment  for  such  work,  and 
to  have  the  contract  for  such  work  between  appellant  and  the 
city  adjudged  void.  This  complaint  was  upheld  against  de- 
murrer of  the  appellant  in  Cawker  v.  Milwaukee,  133  Wis. 
35,  113  N.  W.  417.  The  appellant  answered  this  complaint, 
and  this  answer  contained  what  the  pleader  called  a  counter- 
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claim  against  the  plaintiffs,  and  a  cross-complaint  against 
the  city  and  its  officers,  and,  among  other  forms  of  relief,  de- 
manded that  the  city  authorities  be  required  to  make  a  reas- 
sessment in  case  the  original  special  assessment  was  held  void. 
There  was  a  general  demurrer  by  the  plaintiffs,  which  was 
overruled  by  the  decision  of  this  court  in  Cawker  v.  Cent.  B. 
P.  Co.  133  Wis.  29,  113  K  W.  419,  holding  that  the  cross- 
complaint  made  a  valid  showing  entitling  the  appellant  to  a 
reassessment,  but  not  passing  upon  other  claims  of  the 
pleader,  under  the  rule  that  if  one  good  cause  of  action  or  de- 
fense be  found  in  the  pleading  a  general  demurrer  thereunto 
must  be  overruled.  Instead  of  proceeding  to  a  reassessment, 
the  appellant,  after  the  cause  was  remitted  to  the  circuit 
court,  pleaded  what  it  termed  "a  fourth  and  further  answer 
and  defense  to  the  complaint. in  this  action  and  ...  a  coun- 
terclaim against  the  plaintiffs,  and  ...  a  cross-complaint 
against  the  city  of  Milwaukee"  and  its  officers.  The  chief 
point  in  this  supplemental  pleading  was  that  the  paving  con- 
tract in  question  was  by  a  curative  statute  (ch.  677,  Laws  of 
1907,  published  July  18,  1907)  validated,  ratified,  and  con- 
firmed by  the  legislature.  By  a  "fifth  cause  of  action  and 
l)v  way  of  counterclaim  and  cross-complaint,  and  also  bv  wav 
of  answer  and  defense  to  the  complaint  in  this  action,"  the 
appellant  sought  to  recover  from  its  codefendant,  the  city  of 
Milwaukee,  the  reasonable  value  of  the  material  and  labor 
expended  in  good  faith  and  at  the  instance  and  request  of 
the  city  in  paving  the  street  in  question.  The  prayer  fol- 
lowing these  two  pleadings  is  that  the  complaint  be  dismissed, 
the  paving  contract  be  declared  affirmed  and  validated  by  ch. 
677,  Laws  of  1907,  and  the  city  authorities  authorized  to  pay 
for  the  work  as  provided  in  the  contract ;  but  if  the  contract  is 
not  thus  validated  and  affirmed,  that  the  appellant  recover 
judgment  against  its  codefendant,  the  city,  for  the  reasonable 
value  aforesaid,  less  payments  credited  thereon.  To  this 
pleading  the  plaintiffs  demurred  on  the  ground  that  the  same 
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did  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  defense  to  the  ac- 
tion or  a  counterclaim  against  the  plaintiffs.  The  demurrer 
was  sustained  and  the  case  is  brought  here  as  stated. 

The  unusual  situation  of  the  plaintiffs  with  respect  to  this 
amended  pleading  is  quite  apparent,  but,  looking  to  the  8ub> 
stance,  anything  in  the  nature  of  an  affirmative  claim  by  the 
appellant  against  its  codefendant,  the  city,  which  would  en- 
title the  appellant  to  a  recovery  on  this  contract  or  on  such 
matters  growing  out  of  this  contract  against  the  city,  must 
certainly  defeat  the  taxpayers'  action  to  restrain  such  pay- 
ment, and  the  plaintiffs  may,  treating  such  matters  as  a  de- 
fense to  their  cause  of  action,  challenge  the  legal  sufficiency 
of  such  pleading  on  demurrer. 

It  is  quite  apparent  that  this  new  pleading  raises  only  two 
points:  (1)  Is  the  curative  statute  (ch.  677,  Laws  of  1907)  a 
valid  law?  (2)  Can  a  contractor,  after  having  entered  into 
a  contract  in  writing  with  a  city,  invalid  because  failing  to 
comply  with  charter  provisions  designed  to  secure  competi- 
tion, after  completing  the  paving  work  described  in  such  con- 
tract, and  after  the  acceptance  of  such  work  by  the  city,  re- 
cover upon  implied  assumpsit  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
work  and  materials  done  and  placed  in  the  street  ?  The  con- 
stitution of  this  state  (art.  IV,  sees.  31,  32)  forbids  the  en- 
actment of  any  special  law  to  amend  the  charter  of  a  city, 
and  requires  the  legislature  to  provide  general  laws  for  "the 
transaction  of  any  business"  thus  prohibited,  and  requires 
that  such  general  laws  be  uniform  in  their  operation  through- 
out the  state.  The  curative  act  in  question  applies  "in  all 
cases  where  any  municipal  corporation  of  the  first  class  in 
this  state  shall  have  heretofore  entered  into  any  contract  or 
contracts  with  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  for  the  con- 
struction of  any  pavement  or  pavements,  which  contract  or 
contracts  are  illegal  because  requiring  the  use  of  patented 
materials  in  whole  or  in  part,"  etc.  Milwaukee  is  the  only 
city  which  now  is,  or  which  ever  in  the  past  has  been,  in  this 
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first  class  according  to  legislative  classification  by  population. 
The  act,  relating  wholly  to  past  conditi(Mis,  is  therefore  spe- 
cial, as  much  so  as  if  the  city  of  Milwaukee  were  expressly 
named  therein.  Boyd  v.  Milwaukee,  92  Wis.  456,  66  N.  W. 
603.  It  is  argued  that  this  makes  impossible  the  enactment 
of  curative  statutes  relating  to  municipalities.  But  we  do 
not  see  that  any  such  result  follows.  We  must  hold  that  the 
curative  statute  in  question  is  unconstitutional  and  void. 

The  contract  between  the  appellant  and  the  city  was  ex- 
pressly adjudged  to  be  invalid  in  CawJcer  v.  Milwaukee,  133 
Wis.  35,  113  N.  W.  417,  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  char- 
ter provisions  relating  to  contracts  for  the  use  of  patented  ar- 
ticles. These  provisions  were  intended  to  secure  and  make 
effective  competition  between  bidders.  To  now  hold  that  the 
city  might,  without  compliance  with  such  provisions,  ratify 
the  contract  and  so  validate  it,  or  that  the  appellant  might, 
notwithstanding  the  invalidity  of  the  contract  on  this  ground, 
go  on  and  complete  it  and  recover  upon  quantum  meruit, 
would  be  to  make  these  charter  provisions  practically  inef- 
fective. Former  decisions  of  this  court  forbid  such  recov- 
ery by  the  appellant.  Chippewa  B.  Co.  v.  Durand,  122  Wis. 
85,  99  N.  W.  603,  and  cases  cited  in  opinion ;  Appleton  W. 
Co.  V.  Appleton,  132  Wis.  563,  113  N.  W.  44.  The  order 
sustaining  the  demurrer  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — It  is  so  ordered. 


Witt,  Respondent,  vs.  Meez,  imp..  Appellant 

May  12—June  5,  1909. 

Appeal  and  error:  Review:  Findings  of  referee,  when  disturbed. 

Where  there  is  evidence  to  support  the  findings  of  a  referee,  con- 
firmed by  the  trial  court,  they  will  not  be  set  aside  on  appeal 
unless  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence  is  against  them. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  W.  J.  Turneb,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Edgar  L.  Wood  and  Christian  Doerfler,  and  for  the  respond- 
out  on  that  of  Charles  J.  Weaver. 

Babnes^  J.  This  action  is  brought  by  a  subcontractor  to 
foreclose  a  claim  for  a  mechanic's  lien.  The  case  was  re- 
ferred, and  the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  made 
and  foimd  by  the  referee  were  confirmed  by  the  court.  This 
appeal  is  taken  to  review  the  correctness  of  two  of  the  find- 
ings of  fact. 

The  referee  found  that  the  last  work  performed  by  the 
plaintiflF  upon  the  building  which  he  constructed  was  done 
on  Xovember  13,  1905.  The  defendant  Komorowski,  the 
owner  of  the  building,  offered  evidence  to  show  that  the  last 
date  upon  which  work  was  performed  was  November  4, 1905. 
The  notice  provided  for  by  sec.  3315,  Stats.  (1898),  was 
served  on  January  9,  1906.  It  is  manifest  that  if  the  last 
work  was  performed  as  early  as  November  4th  the  plaintiff 
had  lost  his  right  to  a  lien  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  more- 
than  sixty  days  had  elapsed  after  the  work  was  done  and  be- 
fore the  required  notice  was  served  upon  the  owner.  The 
testimony  seems  to  preponderate  in  favor  of  the  contention 
of  the  appellant  upon  the  question.  There  is,  however,  con- 
siderable evidence  in  the  record  to  support  the  finding  of  the 
referee,  and  we  do  not  think  the  testimony  so  clearly  pre- 
ponderates against  his  finding  as  to  warrant  this  court  in 
setting  it  aside.  The  referee  had  the  advantage  of  seeing  the 
witnesses,  and  should  be  in  a  better  position  to  pass  upon  their 
credibility  than  this  court  is. 

Certain  payments  were  made  by  the  principal  contractor 
to  the  plaintiff  while  the  latter  was  engaged  in  building  the 
house  of  the  defendant  Komorowski,  and  it  is  urged  that  it 
^vas  error  not  to  apply  such  payments,  or  at  least  a  portion 
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of  them,  on  the  indebtedness  due  from  the  principal  con- 
tractor to  the  subcontractor  on  account  of  the  Komorowski 
house.  The  evidence  to  show  that  these  payments  were  made 
on  account  of  other  jobs  which  the  plaintiff  was  performing 
for  the  principal  contractor  is  sufficient  to  sustain  the  finding 
of  the  referee. 
By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Mabiek  and  others,  Respondents,  vs.  Evangelical  Creed 
CoNOBEOATioN  OF  MILWAUKEE  and  othcrs.  Appellants. 

^ay  12— June  5,  1909. 

il)  Supreme  court:  Restraining  acts  of  party  pending  appeal. 
(2)  Religious  societies:  Diversion  of  property  to  other  uses: 
Rights  of  members:  Enforcement. 

1.  The  supreme  court  will  not  by  order  restrain  an  appellant  from 
doing  certain  acts  pending  the  appeal  when  such  acts  are  as 
completely  prohibited  by  the  judgment  appealed  from  as  they 
would  be  by  such  an  erder  and  the  restraining  efTect  of  the 
Judgment  has  not  in  any  way  been  restricted  or  modified. 

.2.  Where  property  has  been  acquired,  whether  by  gift  or  purchase, 
for  the  maintenance  and  support  of  the  faith  of  a  recognized 
denomination  or  church,  every  member  of  the  association  ac- 
quiring it  may  resist  its  diversion  to  other  antagonistic  uses, 
whether  secular  or  religious,  and  the  courts  will  protect  and 
enforce  the  trust  to  apply  it  to  the  uses  for  which  acquired  and 
not  to  inconsistent  uses. 

AppEAL^from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county:  E.  B.  Belden,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

On  January  29,  1909,  there  was  a  motion  by  the  respond- 
ents for  an  order  restraining  and  enjoining  defendants  from 
disposing  of  or  interfering  with  the  custody  of  a  certain  fund 
"belonging  to  defendant  congregation,  and  from  mortgaging 
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or  in  any  way  disposing  of  any  of  its  property  until  the  de- 
termination of  the  appeaL 

F.  X.  Boden,  ior  the  motion. 

H,  F,  Cechems,  contra. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  January  30^  1909: 

Feb  Cubiam.  The  respondents'  motion  for  an  order  re- 
straining the  appellants  from  doing  certain  specific  acts 
must  be  denied,  because  there  is  no  showing  in  the  records 
and  affidavits,  taken  together,  of  any  necessity  therefor.  The 
judgment  restrains  the  appellants  in  very  broad  and  general 
terms  from  any  misappropriation  of  any  property  of  the 
corporation  while  their  official  position  gives  them  the  op- 
portunity to  control  it  There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to 
indicate  that  the  restraining  effect  of  that  judgment  has  been 
restricted  or  modified  in  any  way  pending  the  appeal,  nor 
does  any  reason  appear  why  any  misappropriation  or  misuse 
of  such  property  would  not  constitute  a  contempt  punishable 
at  once  as  such.  The  acts  alleged  by  affidavits  to  be  threat- 
ened, if  they  constitute  unlawful  diversion  or  misappropria- 
tion of  any  assets  belonging  to  the  corporation,  are  therefore 
as  completely  prohibited  by  the  judgment  itself  as  they  would 
be  by  any  order  which  we  might  make. 

The  cause  was  argued  on  May  12, 1909. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Kanneherg  ^ 
Cochems,  and  oral  argument  by  A.  Kanneherg. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Boden  d  Beuscher, 
and  oral  argument  by  F.  X.  Boden, 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  Jime  3,  1909: 

WiNSLow,  C.  J.  This  is  an  action  in  equity,  brought  by 
certain  members  of  a  church  congregation  against  the  church 
corporation,  its  pastor  and  trustees,  to  prevent  the  changing 
of  the  creed  of  the  organization  and  the  perversion  of  the 
corporate  property  by  using  it  for  the  spreading  of  religious 
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doctrines  and  tenets  hostile  to  those  to  which  the  property 
was  dedicated  by  the  founders  of  the  church.  The  complaint 
was  before  this  court  upon  demurrer  in  Marien  v.  Evangel- 
ical C.  Cong!  132  Wis.  650,  113  N.  W.  66,  where  it  was  sus- 
tained. It  does  not  seem  necessary  here  to  restate  its  alle- 
gations. Eeference  may  be  made  to  that  case  for  further  in- 
formation as  to  the  claims  of  the  complaint  The  defendants 
answered  to  the  merits,  and  a  trial  has  been  had  resulting  in 
findings  and  judgment  for  the  plaintiffs^  and  the  defendants 
appeal. 

The  findings  were  to  the  effect  that  the  church  was  organ- 
ized in  S^tember,  1897,  as  a  German  Evangelical  church  or 
congregation,  and  formally  joined  the  Wisconsin  District  of 
the  German  Evangelical  Synod  of  North  America  in  Jime, 
1899;  that  difficulties  concerning  church  discipline  arose  be- 
tween the  officers  of  the  said  Wisconsin  District  and  Rev. 
From  Kupfer,  pastor  of  the  church,  in  June,  1904,  which  re- 
sulted in  Mr.  Kupfer's  joining  the  Evangelical  Lutheran 
Synod  of  Wisconsin ;  that  thereafter  said  Kupfer  began  using 
the  catechism,  ritual,  fornos,  and  ceremonies  of  the  Evangel- 
ical Lutheran  Synod  and  adheres  to  that  faith ;  that  there  are 
serious  and  fundamental  differences  between  the  faith  of  the 
German  Evangelical  Synod  and  the  faith  of  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Synod;  that  the  pastor  and  officers  of  the  church 
have  repudiated  the  first-named  faith  and  have  attempted  to 
adopt  the  last-named  faith  and  thus  divert  the  property  of 
the  congregation  to  uses  different  from  and  hostile  to  those  of 
the  Grerman  Evangelical  Synod;  that  the  plaintiffs,  who  desire 
to  retain  the  original  faith,  are  entitled  to  an  injunction  pre- 
venting any  such  change  of  faith  and  preventing  the  perver- 
sion of  the  church  property  to  the  spreading  of  other  doctrines 
than  those  to  which  it  was  dedicated,  and  also  preventing  Mr, 
Kupfer  from  preaching  the  doctrines  of  the  Lutheran  Synod 
in  said  church,  or  any  doctrines  at  variance  with  the  doctrines 
of  the  Evangelical  Synod,  or  acting  as  pastor  until  he  again 
Vol.  140  —  3 
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becomes  a  member  in  good  standing  of  the  German  Evangel- 
ical Synod.     The  judgment  followed  the  findings. 

The  trial  of  the  case  was  very  long,  and  the  evidence,  even 
when  printed,  covers  more  than  500  pages.  Nearly  every 
finding  of  fact  which  is  of  any  importance  in  the  case  is  at- 
tacked by  the  appellants,  who  have  furnished  us  a  brief  of 
more  than  100  pages.  Many  pages  might  be  written  in  dis- 
cussing the  facts  and  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  to  support 
the  findings  of  the  trial  judge,  but  it  is  not  perceived  how 
such  a  course  would  add  anything  useful  to  the  vast  volume 
of  case  law  which  is  now  being  sent  forth  annually  to  burden 
the  shelves  of  a  long-suflFering  profession.  Nor  do  we  feel 
that  we  have  any  special  qualifications  which  would  enable  us 
to  discuss  illuminatingly  the  fine-drawn  doctrinal  distinctions 
which  separate  the  two  faiths. 

There ,  were  two  fundamental  and  controlling  questions 
here :  First,  was  the  church  -at  its  foundation  devoted  by  its 
founders  to  the  dissemination  of  the  doctrines  of  one  certain 
faith  or  sect  ?  and  second,  are  the  pastor  and  the  trustees  en- 
deavoring to  use  the  church  property  for  the  support  of  an- 
other and  different  faith  ?  The  trial  judge  resolved  both  of 
these  questions  in  the  affirmative,  and  from  an  examination  of 
the  case  we  are  convinced  that  the  testimony  amply  sustains 
the  findings.  The  legal  result  from  these  facts  is  not  in 
doubt.  As  said  in  the  opinion  upon  the  demurrer  in  the  pres- 
ent case  (132  Wis.  650,  652,  113  N.  W.  66,  67): 

"When  property  has  been  acquired,  whether  by  gift  or  pur- 
chase, for  the  maintenance  and  support  of  the  faith  of  any 
recognized  denomination  or  church,  every  member  of  the  as- 
sociation  acquiring  it,  corporate  or  unincorporated,  has  a  right 
to  resist  its  diversion  to  other  antagonistic  uses,  whether  secu- 
lar or  relip^ious,  and  therefore  those  who  hold  the  title  or  con- 
trol, whether  a  corporation  or  the  officers  of  an  association, 
hold  it  charged  with  a  trust  to  apply  it  to  the  uses  for  which 
acquired  and  not  to  inconsistent  ones.  Such  trusts  the  courts 
will  protect  and  enforce." 

By  the  Court, — Judgment  affirmed. 
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City  of  Milwaukee,  Appellant,  vs.  McGbeoos  and  others, 

Beepondents. 

May  12^~June  5,  1909. 

Statutes:  Prohibitions:  Operation  on  the  state:  Title  to  state  .prop- 
erty: Erection  of  "buildings  by  state  boards:  Municipal  regula- 
tions: Building  permits, 

1.  Statutes  in  general  terms  do  not  affect  the  state  if  they  tend  in 

any  way  to  restrict  or  diminish  its  rights  or  interests. 

2.  General  prohibitions  in  general  laws,  or  in  a  city  ordinance  made 

pursuant  to  general  charter  authority,  apply  to  all  private  par- 
ties but  are  not  rules  of  conduct  for  the  state. 

3.  The  state  may  have  the  benefit  of  general  laws  but  is  not  ad- 

versely affected  by  any  unless  it  is  so  expressly  provided. 

4.  A  state  board  empowered  to  take  and  hold  the  title  to  property 

for  state  purposes  does  not  own  such  property  in  any  proprie- 
tary sense. — ^it  is  state  property,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
same  as  in  case  of  title  thereto  being  formally  vested  in  the 
state. 

5.  In  case  of  the  construction  of  a  building  by  a  state  board  for 

state  purposes  under  state  authority  the  matter  is  wholly  of 
state  concern  and  not  under  any  general  state  or  municipal 
regulation. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee coimty :  J.  0.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Equitable  action  by  the  plaintiff,  upon  complaint  of  its 
building  inspector,  against  the  members  of  the  Boaxd  of  Nor- 
L  mal  School  Regents  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  their  contract- 
ors and  architect,  to  prevent  continuation  of  the  erection  of 
a  normal  school  building  in  the  eitj  of  Milwaukee,  which  had 
been  partially  constructed  by  them,  upon  the  ground  that  a 
building  permit  had  not  been  obtained  from  complainant  pur- 
suant to  the  ordinances  of  said  city,  without  which  such  erec- 
tion was  claimed  to  be  unlawful.  A  temporary  injunction 
was  duly  obtained.  On  motion  it  was  dissolved,  the  action 
dismissed,  and  jud^rment  rendered  accordingly,  upon  the 
ground  that  it  conclusively  appeared  from  the  complaint  and 


36  SUPREME  COUKT  OF  WISCONSIN.     [June 


Milwaukee  y.  McGregor,  140  Wis.  35. 


other  papers  in  the  case  that  the  structure  which  defendants 
were  erecting  was  for  the  state  of  Wisconsin  under  express 
legislative  authority,  and  that  the  ordinances  of  the  city  of 
MUwmikee  had  no  application  to  the  case. 

Oh.  175,  Laws  of  1905,  and  ch.  505,  Laws  of  1907,  em- 
powered the  Board  of  Normal  School  Regents  to  erect  a  nor- 
mal school  building  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee  according  to 
plans  adopted  by  such  board  and  approved  by  the  governor. 
It  appeared  that  the  building  in  question,  at  the  time  of  the 
commencement  of  this  action,  was,  as  claimed,  in  process  of 
being  erected  under  such  authority  and  that  all  of  the  condi- 
tions precedent  to  such'  erection,  prescribed  by  sudi  authority, 
had  been  fully  complied  with. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  John  T.  Kelly,  city 
attorney,  and  Walter  H.  Bender,  assistant,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Kelly. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  A.  G.  Titus,  assistant  attorney  general,  and  Theodore 
Kronshage,  Jr.,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Titus 
and  Mr.  Kronshage. 

Marshall,  J.  The  only  question  requiring  solution  upon 
the  appeal  is  this :  Do  the  provisions  of  a  city  charter,  and  or- 
dinances duly  adopted  pursuant  thereto,  regulating  the  con- 
struction of  buildings  in  such  city,  apply  to  a  public  sdiool 
building  proposed  to  be  erected  or  in  process  of  erection  for 
the  state  by  the  Board  of  Normal  School  Kegcnts,  under  spe- 
cial legislative  authority  to  erect  the  same  according  to  plans 
adopted  by  it  and  approved  by  the  governor?  If  not>  the 
judgment  appealed  from  is  right 

Counsel  for  appellant  present  the  case  as  if  the  Board  of 
Normal  School  Regents  is  to  be  treated  the  same  as  an  indi- 
vidual, acting  for  himself  or  for  a  private  corporation,  which 
is  manifestly  wrong.  The  building  in  question  is  for  the 
public  use  as  state  property.     The  situation  is  the  same  as  if 
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the  Structure  was  to  be  used  for  the  care  of  the  insane  or  for 
any  other  of  the  many  state  purposes  which  might  be  named. 
The  fact  that  the  board  is  made  a  state  agency  to  take  and 
hold  title  to  property  for  state  purposes  does  not  cut  any  figure 
in  the  matter.  The  building  is  not  designed  to  be,  in  any 
proper  sense,  the  property  of  the  board,  except  as  representing 

the  state. 

So  the  question  comes  down  to  whether  the  ordinary  charter 
and  ordinance  regulations  of  a  city  requiring  submission  to 
local  supervision,  as  regards  the  manner  of  constructing,  al- 
tering, and  repairing  buildings,  have  any  application  to  state 
buildhigs.  That  must  be  answered  In  the  negative.  It  is 
plainly  so  ruled  by  the  familiar  principle  that  statutes,  in  gen- 
eral terms,  do  not  apply  to  acts  of  the  state.  Moreover,  ex- 
press authority  to  a  state  agency  to  do  a  particular  thing  in  a 
particular  way  supersedes  any  local  or  general  regulation  con- 
fUcting  therewith.  Smdberg  v.  State,  113  Wis.  578,  89 
N.  W.  504;  DolUvr  Sav.  Bank  v.  U.  S.  86  U.  S.  227,  239; 
U.  8.  V.  Verdier,  164  U.  S.  213,  219, 17  Sup.  Ct  42 ;  Dist.  of 
Columbia  V.  Johnson,  165  U.  S.  330, 17  Sup.  Ct  362. 

The  infirmity  of  appellant's  position  has  been,  from  the 
first,  in  supposing  that  the  state,  in  respect  to  constructing  a 
building  in  the  city  of  MUwavkee,  has  no  more  free  hand  than 
a  private  person  or  corporation,  while  the  fact  is  that  the 
people  of  the  state,  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  except  as  re- 
strained by  some  constitutional  limitation,  and  there  is  none 
in  this  case,  is  as  exempt  from  mere  general  or  local  laws  as 
the  king  was  of  old  in  the  exercise  of  his  sovereign  preroga- 
tives as  "universal  trustee"  for  his  people.  So  it  has  been 
said,  "The  most  general  words  that  can  be  devised  (for  ex- 
ample, any  person  or  persons,  bodies  politic  or  corporate)  af- 
fect not''  the  sovereign  "in  the  least,  if  .they  may  tend  to  re- 
strain or  diminish  any  of  his  rigbts  and  interests."  So  gen- 
eral prohibitions,  either  express  or  implied,  apply  to  all  pri- 
vate parties,  but  "are  not  rules  for  the  conduct  of  the  state." 
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Dollar  Sav.  Bank  v.  U,  S.,  supra.  That  has  been  a^iplied  in 
many  ways.  For  examples :  The  state  may  sue  as  freely  as 
an  individual,  but  cannot  be  sued  except  by  its  consent.  It 
may  have  the  benefit  of  a  general  cost  statute,  but  it  is  not 
liable  for  costs  without  express  written  law  to  that  effect.  It 
may  plead  the  statutes  of  limitations  the  same  as  an  individ- 
ual,  or  recover  interest  as  us©  or  damages,  but  is  not  subordi- 
nate in  adversary  proceedings  to  the  law  on  either  subject, 
unless  expressly  named  therein  showing  unmistakable  legis- 
lative intent  to  that  effect- 
Applying  the  foregoing,  it  is  plain,  that  the  assumption  by 
the  building  inspector  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  of  authority 
over  the  state  agent  in  the  execution  of  the  statutory  command 
to  build  the  structure  in  question  according  to  plans  approved 
by  the  governor,  was  an  unwarranted  interference — ^a  pure, 
but  not  intentional,  of  course,  usurpation.  The  state  was  not 
only  not  expressly  included  in  the  charter  power  of  regulation, 
but  the  general  law  of  the  state  passed  subsequently  to  the  en- 
actment of  the  charter  quite  plainly  conmianded  the  Board 
of  Regents  to  erect  the  building  without  regard  to  the  judg- 
ment of  any  one  outside  of  its  own  members,  except  as  to  ap- 
proval of  the  plans  by  the  governor. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  is  aflSrmed. 


State  ex  eel.  Nowotnt,  Respondent,  vs.  City  of  Mit.- 

WAUKEE  and  another,  Appellants. 

Uay  12— June  S,  1909. 

Health:  Health  officers:  Necessary  powers:  Municipal  corporations: 
Police  power:  Delegation  to  health  officer:  Licensing  sales  of 
milk:  Revocation  of  license. 

1.  Health  officers  who  are  expected  to  accomplish  results  must  nec- 
essarily possess  large  powers  and  be  endowed  with  the  right 
to  take  summary  action,  which  at  times  trenches  elosely  upoa 
despotic  rule. 
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2.  E^cecutive  boards  and  officers  who  can  deal  at  once  with  emer- 

gencies  under  general  principles  laid  down  by  the  lawmaking 
body  must  exist  If  the  public  health  is  to  be  preserved. 

3.  Under  charter  authority  to  tax,  regulate,  and  restrain  vendors 

of  milk  and  to  regulate  and  restrain  the  sale  of  milk,  a  com- 
mon council  has  power  to  pass  an  ordinance  vesting  the  power 
of  issuing  and  revoking  licenses  in  the  city  health  officers,  with 
the  right  to  exercise  the  power  of  revocation  summarily  and 
even  without  notice.  Language  in  State  ex  reh  Sepic  v.  Mil- 
tcaukee,  129  Wis.  562,  that  the  words  "regulate"  and  "restrain" 
do  not  in  any  sense  mean  "revoke,"  considered  and  overruled. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Jolin  T.  Kelly,  city 
attorney,  and  Clinton  (?.  Price,  assistant  city  attorney,  aiul 
oral  argument  by  Mr.  Price. 

Carl  Rwnge,  for  the  respondent. 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.  The  health  commissioner  of  MiltLnvJcee 
granted  the  relator  a  license  to  peddle  milk  in  said  city  for 
one  year,  the  license  being  by  its  terms  "subject  to  revocation" 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  city  ordinances.  The  li- 
cense having  been  in  form  revoked  by  the  health  commissioner 
because  relator  had  been  convicted  of  selling  impure  milk,  the 
relator  brou^t  an  action  of  certiorari  in  the  circuit  court  and 
the  action  of  the  commissioner  was  reversed,  whereupon  the 
city  and  the  health  commissioner  appealed  to  this  court. 

The  question  is  whether  the  revocation  was  lawful.  In  ad- 
dition to  broad  general  police  powers,  the  common  council  of 
the  city  of  MilwoAjJcee  had  power  under  the  city  charter  "to 
regulate  and  restrain  the  sale  of  .  •  .  milk,"  also  to  "tax, 
license,  regulate,  and  restrain  .  .  •  vendors  of  milk;  to  fix 
and  regulate  the  amount  of  license  under  this  subdivision," 
etc  Subds.  9  and  40,  sec.  3,  ch.  4,  Charter  of  Milwaukee, 
being  ch.  184,  Laws  of  1874,  as  amended.  By  ch.  13  of  the 
charter  the  duties  of  the  commissioner  of  health  are  defined 
and  made  very  broad  and  sweeping.     He  is  given  power  to 
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summarily  abate  nuisances  of  all  kinds^  destroy  diseased  or 
infected  food,  clothing,  and  other  like  articles,  establish  tem- 
porary hospitals  in  case  of  epidemics,  and,  in  fine,  to  exercise 
very  broad  and  autocratic  powers  in  all  matters  relating  to  the 
conservation  of  the  public  health,  and  sec  16  of  the  chapter 
further  provides  that  the  council  may  "further  define"  his 
duties  and  pass  such  ordinances  in  aid  of  his  duties  as  may 
tend  to  promote  and  secure  the  general  health  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  city. 

A  health  officer  who  is  expected  to  accomplish  any  results 
must  necessarily  possess  large  powers  and  be  endowed  with 
the  right  to  take  sujnmary  action,  which  at  times  must  trench 
closely  upon  despotic  rule.  The  public  health  cannot  wait 
upon  the  slow  processes  of  a  legislative  body  or  the  leisurely 
deliberation  of  a  court.  Executive  boards  or  officers  who  can 
deal  at  once  with  the  emergency  under  general  principles  laid 
down  by  the  lawmaking  body  must  exist  if  the  public  health 
is  to  be  preserved  in  great  cities.  Lowe  v,  Conroy,  120  Wis. 
161,  97  N.  W.  942.  It  is  well  said  in  People  ex  rel.  Lieher- 
man  v.  Vandecarr,  175  N.  Y.  440,  67  N.  E.  913 : 

"The  vesting  of  powers  more  or  less  arbitrary  in  various  of- 
ficials and  boards  is  necessary  if  the  work  of  prevention  and 
regulation  is  to  ward  off  fevers,  pestilence,  and  the  many  other 
ills  that  constantly  menace  great  centers  of  population.'* 

There  is  nothing  of  greater  importance  relating  to  the  food 
supply  of  a  great  city  than  that  the  milk  sold  should  be  pure 
and  wholesome,  and  the  common  council  of  Milwaukee,  real- 
izing this  fact,  and  realizing  also  that  it  was  imperative 
that  action  should  be  quick  and  decisive  if  it  is  to  be  efficient, 
passed  ordinances  requiring  under  penalties  that  all  milk 
sold  must  be  unadulterated,  must  meet  certain  standards, 
and  be  obtained  from  healthy  cows  fed  upon  wholesome  feed, 
and  further  requiring  that  every  milk  vendor  must  obtain  a 
license  from  the  health  commissioner,  "which  license  may  ^t 
any  time  be  revoked  by  the  commissioner  of  health  for  viola- 
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tion  of  ibe  proyisions  hereof,  or  for  any  good  or  sufficient 
cause."  We  are  convinced  that  the  council  had  power  to  pass 
the  ordinance  and  vest  the  power  of  issuing  and  revoking  li- 
censes in  the  health  commissioneor  by  virtue  of  the  power  to 
"tax,  regulate,  and  restrain"  the  "vendors  of  milk,"  and  to 
"regulate  and  restrain  the  sale  of  milk,"  given  to  it  by  the 
city  charter. 

The  requiring  of  licenses  and  the  reserving  of  the  power  to 
revoke  such  licenses,  in  case  of  misconduct  or  violation  of  law, 
is  well  rec(^nized  as  one  of  the  most  effective  means  of  regu- 
lating and  restraining  a  business  that  has  yet  been  discovered, 
but  the  power  of  revocation  would  amount  to  little  if  it  could 
not  be  vested  in  an  executive  officer  or  board  with  power  to 
act  quickly.  The  sale  of  infected  milk  for  a  single  hour 
might  produce  an  epidemic  of  typhoid  fever  which  would 
sweep  hundreds  to  the  grave.  The  importance  of  reserving 
in  some  executive  official  the  power  to  revoke  can  hardly  be 
overestimated.  Prosecutions  to  recover  fines  and  penalties 
may  drag  their  weary  lengths  along  for  weeks  and  months  and 
even  then  prove  ineffective ;  but  the  revocation  of  the  license 
remedies  the  evil  and  avoids  the  danger  of  the  spreading  of 
disease  at  once.  It  is  regulation  in  the  most  effective  sense. 
We  have  no  hesitation  in  holding  that  when  the  city  was  given 
the  power  to  license,  restrain,  and  regulate  the  sale  of  milk  it 
also  took  power  to  revoke  licenses,  and  that  it  might  vest  such 
power  in  the  health  commissioner  with  the  right  to  exercise 
the  same  summarily  and  even  without  notice.  McQuillan, 
Mun.  Ord.  §  420,  and  cases  cited;  Child  v.  Bemus,  17  R.  I.  , 
230,  21  Atl.  539,  12  L.  R.  A.  57. 

It  is  only  fair  to  say  that  this  court  seems  in  a  measure  to 
blame  for  the  erroneous  ruling  made  by  the  trial  court.  In 
the  case  of  State  ex  rel.  Sepic  v.  Mihvauhee,  129  Wis.  562, 
109  N.  W.  421,  it  was  said  that  the  words  "  ^regulate'  and 
'restrain^  do  not  in  any  sense  mean  revoke."  That  case  in- 
volved the  power  of  the  council  to  delegate  to  a  court  the 
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power  to  revoke  a  liquor  license.  The  general  statutes  of 
the  state  having  provided  for  the  revocation  of  all  liquor  li- 
censes in  any  city  by  the  council  alone,  it  was  necessarily  held 
that  an  ordinance  which  attempted  to  vest  the  power  in  a 
court  was  void  because  contrary  to  the  general  state  law.  It 
was  entirely  unnecessary  to  support  the  decision  in  that  case 
by  holding  that  the  power  to  regulate  and  restrain  does  not 
include  the  power  to  revoke  a  license.  We  now  deem  the  re- 
mark to  have  been  ill  advised  and  distinctly  erroneous,  and 
overrule  it.  The  case  of  Memaugh  v.  Orlando,  41  Fla.  433, 
27  South.  34,  which  was  cited  in  the  8epic  Case  as  authority 
for  the  proposition,  sipiply  holds  that  the  power  to  "regulate 
and  restrain^'  saloons  and  beer  halls  does  not  include  the 
power  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  liquors  entirely  in  the  mimici- 
pality.  This  may  be  at  once  admitted  without  at  all  militat- 
ing against  the  proposition  that  the  power  to  'license,  regu- 
late, and  restrain"  does  include  the  power  to  revoke  an  in- 
dividual license  for  misconduct  of  the  holder.  Such  an  act 
does  not  prohibit  the  business,  but  regulates  it  in  the  truest 
sense  by  keeping  it  in  the  hands  of  law-abiding  licensees. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
with  directions  to  quash  the  writ  of  certiorari. 


Febouson,  Trustee,  Bespondent,  vs.  BAXTEBNFEiNn,  Appel- 
lant. 

Uay  19— June  S,  1909, 

Bankruptcy:  Preferences:  Trust  funds:  Appeal:  Findings:  Evidence: 
Debtor  and  creditor:  Trustee's  title  to  bankrupt's  property. 

1.  Payments  discharging  a  tmst  fund  In  the  hands  of  one  subse- 

quently adjudicated  a  bankrupt  cannot  be  recovered  as  prefer- 
ences. 

2.  In  an  action  by  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  to  recover  alleged  pref- 

erential payments,  a  finding  that  the  relatioa  of  debtor  and 
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creditor  existed  between  the  defendant  and  the  bankrupt  is  not 
sustained  where  the  evidence  clearly  shows  a  trust  relation  by 
which  the  bankrupt  took,  received,  and  held  defendant's  money 
for  the  purpose  of  loaning  it,  even  though  he  may  have  mingled 
it  with  his  own  money. 
3.  Under  the  federal  bankruptcy  act  the  trustee  is  vested  with  na 
better  right  or  title  to  the  bankrupt's  property  than  belonged 
to  the  bankrupt  at  the  time  of  the  vesting  of  the  trustee's  title. 

Appeai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff  as  trustee  of  the 
C.  W.  Milbrath  Company,  a  corporation,  against  the  defend- 
ant, Jacob  Bauemfeind,  to  recover  the  sum  of  $521.26  al- 
leged to  be  due  and  owing  upon  an  open  and  running  account 
between  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company,  a  Qorporation,  bank- 
rupt, and  the  defendant.  The  complaint  alleges,  in  sub- 
stance, that  the  Milbrath  Company,  a  corporation,  was  ad- 
judged a  bankrupt  on  the  31st  day  of  August,  1905,  and  on 
the  4th  day  of  October,  1905,  the  plaintiff  was  elected  trustee ; 
that  on  the  17th  day  of  May,  1905,  the  said  C.  W.  Milbrath 
Company,  being  insolvent  and  unable  to  pay  its  debts,  never- 
theless paid  to  the  defendant  on  account  of  said  indebtedness 
the  sum  of  $221.25,  and  on  July  5,  1905,  $300;  that  defend- 
ant received  and  accepted  such  payment  with  knowledge  that 
the  C  W.  Milbrath  Company  was  insolvent;  that  the  effect 
of  such  payments  was  to  enable  the  defendant  to  obtain  a 
greater  percentage  of  his  debt  than  that  obtained  by  any  other 
creditor  of  his  class ;  that  such  payments  were  made  with  in- 
tent to  hinder  and  delay  the  creditors  of  said  C.  W.  Milbrath 
Company ;  that  before  action  due  demand  was  made. 

The  answer,  after  admitting  the  corporate  existence  of  the 
C.  W.  Milbrath  Company,  that  it  was  adjudged  bankrupt,, 
that  plaintiff  was  elected  trustee,  and  due  demand  that  de- 
fendant return  the  moneys  paid  to  him  May  17  and  July  5, 
1905,  denied  the  other  allegations  of  the  complaint.  The  an- 
swer further  denied  that  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company  was 
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indebted  to  the  defendant  upon  running  account,  but  alleged 
that  said  Milbrath  Company  in  or  about  the  month  of  May, 
1905,  or  some  time  prior  thereto,  had  received  a  large  sum  of 
money  belonging  to  defendant  and  held  the  same  in  trust  for 
him. 

The  court  found  that  on  or  about  the  31st  day  of  August, 
1905,  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company,  a  corporation,  was  ad- 
judged a  bankrupt,  an  involuntary  petition  in  bankruptcy 
having  been  theretofore  duly  filed  on  August  18,  1905 ;  that 
on  October  4,  1905,  plaintiff  was  elected  and  appointed  trus- 
tee of  said  bankrupt  corporation,  qualified  as  such  trustee, 
and  ever  since  has  been  and  now  is  such  trustee ;  that  all  pro- 
ceedings in  relation  to  the  petition  and  adjudication  in  bank- 
ruptcy and  the  election,  appointment,  and  qualification  of 
plaintiff  as  trustee  were  in  accordance  with  the  provision  q| 
an  act  of  Congress  entitled  ''An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  sys- 
tem of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United  States,"  and  acts 
amendatory  thereof  [Act  July  1,  1898,  ch.  541,  30  U.  S. 
Stats,  at  Large,  544,  U.  S.  Comp.  Stats.  1901,  p.  3418;  Act 
Feb.  5,  1903,  ch.  487,  32  U.  S.  Stats,  at  Large,  797,  U.  S. 
Comp.  Stats.  Supp.  1907,  p.  1024]  ;  that  ever  since  his  elec- 
tion and  appointment  as  trustee  said  plaintiff  has  been  and 
now  is  a  resident  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  and 
that  for  many  years  prior  to  the  18th  day  of  August,  1905, 
said  Q.  W.  Milbrath  Company  was  engaged  in  the  real  estate 
and  loan  business,  with  its  principal  offices  and  place  of  busi- 
ness in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin;  that  on  the  17lh 
day  of  May,  1905,  the  said  Milbrath  Company  was,  and  for 
some  time  prior  thereto  had  been,  indebted  to  the  defendant 
upon  an  open  and  running  account  between  said  bankrupt 
and  said  defendant  in  the  sum  of  $521.25 ;  that  on  and  be- 
tween the  17th  day  of  May,  1905,  and  the  18th  day  of  Au- 
gust, 1905,  said  Milbrath  Company  was  insolvent  and  unable 
to  pay  its  debts ;  that  on  the  17th  day  of  May,  1905,  said  Mil- 
brath Company,  being  insolvent  and  being  indebted  to  said 
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defendant^  and  said  defendant  having  theretofore  demanded 
the  payment  of  such  indebtedness^  paid  to  said  defendant  on 
account  of  said  indebtedness  $221.25^  and  thereafter  and  on 
the  5th  day  of  July,  1905,  paid  on  account  of  such  indebted- 
ness the  sum  of  $300 ;  that  such  payments  were  made  to  the 
agents  of  defendant,  who  received  such  payments  for  and  on 
bdialf  of  said  defendant;  that  at  the  time  of  each  of  said 
payments  said  Jticoh  Baniemfeind  and  his  said  agents  had 
good  reason  to  believe  that  said  Milbrath  Company  was  in- 
solvent and  unable  to  pay  its  debts,  that  it  was  intended  by 
each  of  said  payments  to  give  defendant  a  preference,  and 
that  the  effect  of  said  payments  would  be  to  enable  said  de- 
fendant to  obtain  a  greater  percentage  of  his  debts  than  any 
other  creditor  of  the  same  class  with  him ;  that  on  or  before 
August  1,  1907,  plaintiff  made  a  demand  upon  said  defend- 
ant that  he  pay  to  said  plaintiff  as  such  trustee  the  money  so- 
received  by  him,  and  that  said  defendant  refused  so  to  do. 

And  the  court  concluded  thereon  that  the  said  payments 
and  each  of  them  made  by  the  said  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company 
to  said  defendant  are  voidable  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  pro- 
visions of  said  bankruptcy  act,  and  that  said  plaintiff  is  en- 
titled to  judgment  against  said  defendant  for  said  sum  of 
$521.25. 

Judgment  was  entered  for  $521.25,  with  interest  from  Au- 
gust 1,  1907,  together  with  costs  and  disbursements,  from 
which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Kronshage,  McGov- 
em,  Ooifj  Fritz  &  Hannanj  and  oral  argument  by  Guy  D. 
Goff. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  McElroy,  Fergu- 
son £  Lamfrom,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  /.  McElroy, 

Kerwiw,  J.  The  only  question  which  we  find  necessary 
to  consider  upon  this  appeal  is  the  one  relating  to  the  so-called 
trust  relation  between  the  defendant  and  the  C.  W.  Milbrath 
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Company.  The  court  below  found  such  relation  was  that  of 
debtor  and  creditor  and  that  the  money  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Milbrath  Company  by  defendant  was  not  placed  there 
in  trust.  This  question  involves  the  suflSciency  of  the  evi- 
dence to  support  the  findings  of  the  court  below,  set  out  in  the 
statement  of  facts,  to  the  effect  that  the  Milbrath  Company 
was  indebted  to  the  defendant  upon  an  open  and  running  ac- 
<jount  between  the  Milbrath  Company,  bankrupt,  and  the  de- 
fendant in  the  sum  of  $521.25. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  without  substantial  dispute 
that  for  a  period  of  about  twenty  years  before  the  bankruptcy 
of  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company  it  had  been  loaning  the 
money  of  the  defendant;  that  on  or  about  February  1,  1905, 
the  defendant  called  upon  Mr.  Milbrath  of  said  company  and 
demanded  his  money;  that  Mr.  Milbrath  then  stated  that 
they  were  a  little  short,  but  would  make  it  up  in  a  short  time, 
whereupon  defendant  stated  that  he  could  get  the  money  upon 
the  receipts  for  the  money  given  by  the  company  showing  the 
relation  in  which  it  was  held;  that  defendant  did  in  fact 
transfer  the  receipts  to  one  Anton  Kern  and  received  there- 
for  an  assignment  of  a  $3,600  mortgage,  the  amount  of  the 
receipts  being  $3,000,  the  defendant  paying  Kern  the  balance, 
$600.  Whether  the  transfer  of  the  receipts  to  Kern  was  an 
absolute  sale  or  transfer  for  collection  we  need  not  consider, 
since,  if  the  money  represented  by  the  receipts  was  a  trust 
fund  and  belonged  to  defendant  at  the  time  of  the  transfer, 
the  payments  made  by  the  Milbrath  Company  could  not  be 
recovered  either  from  defendant  or  Kern.  It  further  appears 
from  the  evidence  that  when  money  was  collected  for  defend- 
ant he  was  notified  and  it  was  paid  over  to  him,  or,  as  in  some 
instances,  he  took  a  receipt  for  the  money  represented  by  the 
collection  and  permitted  the  company  to  reloan  it  for  him. 

The  evidence  clearly  shows  a  trust  relation  between  defend- 
ant and  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Company  by  which  the  company 
took,  received,  and  held  the  money  of  defendant  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  loaning  it,  and  there  appears  to  be  practically  no  evi- 
dence of  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor.  The  only  evi- 
dence from  which  any  inference  could  be  drawn  rebutting 
the  trust  relation  is  that  tending  to  show  that  the  company 
may  have  mixed  the  funds  of  defendant  with  its  own.  This 
alone  is  clearly  insuflScient  to  support  the  finding  under  con- 
sideration. Upon  the  evidence  in  the  case  the  $521.26  paid 
by  the  bankrupt  did  not  diminish  its  assets  or  enrich  the  de- 
fendant at  the  expense  of  the  general  creditors.  Under  the 
bankruptcy  act  the  trustee  is  vested  with  no  better  right  or 
title  to  the  bankrupt's  property  than  belonged  to  the  bank- 
rupt at  the  time  of  the  vesting  of  the  trustee's  title.  Love- 
land,  Bankruptcy  (3d  ed.)  §  173;  Van  Ingen  v.  Feldt,  86 
Wis.  345,  56  N.  W.  923 ;  In  re  Royeas  Estate,  143  Fed.  182 ; 
Smith  V.  Au  Gres,  150  Fed.  257. 

We  think  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence  is  against 
the  finding  to  the  effect  that  the  relation  of  debtor  and  cred- 
itor existed  between  defendant  and  the  C.  W.  Milbrath  Com- 
pany, but,  on  the  contrary,  the  evidence  establishes  that  the 
money  paid,  to  wit,  $521.25,  was  the  money  of  the  defend- 
ant or  his  assignee.  It  matters  not  which  so  far  as  this  ap- 
peal is  concerned.  In  the  view  we  take  of  the  case  it  be- 
comes unnecessary  to  treat  the  other  questions  argued  in  the 
briefs.  It  follows  that  no  case  was  made  for  the  recovery  of 
the  payments  alleged  to  be  preferential. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  is  reversed,  and  the  cause 
remanded  for  further  proceedings  according  to  law. 
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FoBSTSBy  Appellant,  vs.  Flack  and  wife,  BeBpandents. 

May  l^—^une  5,  1909, 

Vendor  and  purchaser:  Rescission  tf  vendor:  Pleading:  ReJevanett 
of  allegations:  Equity:  CamceUaUon  of  instruments:  Adequate 
remedy  at  ton);  Rights  of  actUin:  Executed  contracts:  Damages. 

1.  In  aa  action  for  rescission  of  an  execnted  pnrchaM  of  corporate 

stock  under  an  agreement  by  wJilch  plaintiff  had  conTeyed  land 
to  defendant  in  payment  for  said  stock  and  defendant  had 
agreed  that  certain  dividends  wonid  be  paid  thereon  and  had 
further  agreed  that  at  any  ttme,  on  plalntlflTs  request,  ho  wonld 
give  the  latter  stock  in  another  corporation  in  place  of  that 
first  mentioned,  the  complaint  alleged  that  defendant  by  falso 
representations  had  Induced  plaintiff  to  make  a  partial  ex- 
change of  the  stock,  and  alleged  that  no  dividends  had  been 
paid  as  agreed.  Held,  that  the  aUegations  as  to  false  repre- 
sentations inducing  the  exchange  of  stock  were  Irreleirant  to 
the  relief  sought 

2.  Breach  of  a  condition  subsequent,  of  an  express  warranty,  or  of 

a  covenant,  in  the  absence  of  other  grounds  of  equltablo  juris- 
diction, will  not  support  a  complaint  in  equity  for  readssion 
of  a  contract,  the  remedy  at  law  being  adequate. 

8.  A  fully  executed  agreement,  whereby  plaintift  conveyed  land  to 
defendant  in  consideration  of  certain  corporate  stock,  cannot 
be  rescinded  in  equity  solely  for  breach  of  defendant's  under- 
taking that  the  stock  would  pay  agreed  dividends. 

4.  In  such  case  a  complaint  alleging  breach  of  the  agreement  that 
the  shares  of  stock  transferred  to  plaintiff  would  pay  certain 
dividends,  without  allegation  as  to  the  value  of  either  the  stock 
or  land,  states  no  legal  cauae  of  action,  since  failure  to  declare 
or  pay  dividends  does  not  necessarily  affect  the  intrinsic  value 
of  the  shares. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer  to  the 
complaint. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  McOee  dc  Jeger,  and 
oral  argument  by  L.  Jeger.  They  cited,  among  other  cases^ 
Boothby  v.  Scales,  27  Wis.  626;  Woodle  v.  Whitney,  23  Wis. 
55 ;  Warder  v.  Fisher,  48  Wis.  338,  4  N.  W.  470 ;  Parry  Mfg. 
Co.  V.  Tobin,  106  Wis.  286,  82  N.  W.  154;  Fairfield  v.  Madi- 
son Mfg.  Co.  38  Wis.  346;  Neave  v.  Amtz,  56  Wis.  174,  14 
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X.  W.  41 ;  HaKn  v.  DooUttle,  18  Wia.  196  j  0$bom  v.  Nichol- 
son, 13  Wall.  654. 

Fop  the  reepondenta  there  was  a  brief  by  Blatchley  &  Oih 
hertsorhy  and  oral  argument  by  A.  H.  Blaichley.  Among 
other  references  they  cited  Merrill  v.  Nightingale,  39  Wis. 
247;  30  Am.  k  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  190;  Smith  v. 
Hughes,  60  Wis.  620,  7  N.  W.  653 ;  McLennan  v.  Prentice, 
85  Wis.  427,  65  K  W.  764;  Clementson  v.  Streeter,  59  Wis. 
429,  18  N.  W.  340;  Falkner  v.  Woodard,  104  Wis.  608,  80 
N.  W.  940 ;  Patton  v.  Taylor,  7  How.  132 ;  Kelley  v.  Kelley, 
80  Wis.  486^  60  N.  W.  334;  Decry  v.  McOlintocJe,  81  Wis. 
195. 

TiMXJK,  J.  The  complaint  avers  the  purchase  by  the 
plaintiff  from  the  defendant  named  of  52,000  shares  of  the 
capital  stock  of  a  certain  corporation  in  consideration  of  the 
sale  and  conyeyanoe  by  plaintiff  to  defendant  of  a  parcel  or 
tract  of  real  estate.  Accompanying  the  sale  of  the  corporate 
stock  it  is  averred  that  there  were  two  agreements:  (1)  That 
a  dividend  would  be  declared  on  this  stock  and  paid  within 
ninety  days,  and  thereafter  weekly  dividends  would  be  de- 
clared and  paid  thereon  for  at  least  four  weeks;  (2)  that  the 
defendant  would  at  any  time  at  the  request  of  the  plaintiff 
exchange  the  whole  or  any  part  of  said  shares  of  stock  for 
shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  another  mining  corporation  at 
the  rate  and  in  the  proportion  of  3,000  shares  of  the  latter 
for  20,000  shares  of  the  former.  This  defendant  within  a 
short  time  thereafter  made  many  false  and  fraudulent  rep- 
resentations to  the  plaintiff,  and,  relying  and  acting  thereon, 
the  plaintiff  exercised  his  option  to  demand  the  exchange  of 
stock  agreed  upon  and  did  exchange  20,000  shares  of  the 
52,000  shares  first  received  for  3,000  shares  of  the  other  stock. 
This  defendant  mortgaged  the  real  estate  received  in  exchange 
for  $5,000  to  some  person  not  named.  No  dividend  was  de- 
clared or  paid  on  the  first-mentioned  stock  within  ninety  days 
Vol.  140—4 
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from  the  date  of  purchase,  nor  were  any  weekly  dividends  de- 
clared or  paid  on  said  stock  at  any  time  thereafter,  whereupon 
the  plaintiff  tendered  to  this  defendant  32,000  shares  of  the 
62,000  shares  first  purchased  and  3,000  shares  of  the  ex- 
changed stock  and  demanded  of  this  defendant  that  he  re- 
convey  to  the  plaintiff  the  real  property  mentioned  free  and 
clear  of  all  incumbrances,  or  that  he  reconvey  the  said  prop- 
erty and  pay  the  plaintiff  $5,000,  being  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  placed  on  the  property  by  the  defendant.  Plaintiff 
also  demanded  of  this  defendant's  wife  that  she  release  her 
dower,  but  both  defendants  refused  to  comply.  Therefore  the 
plaintiff  asks  that  the  defendants  be  required  to  reconvey  to 
him  the  real  estate  in  the  complaint  described  and  that  he 
have  and  recover  $5,000  to  compensate  him  for  the  mortgage 
placed  on  the  property  by  defendant,  and  that  he  have  costs 
and  general  relief. 

The  false  and  fraudulent  representations  by  which  the 
plaintiff  was  induced  to  exchange  the  shares  of  stock  are 
wholly  irrelevant  to  the  relief  sought  to  be  obtained.  The 
fact  that  the  exchange  was  made  of  one  kind  of  mining  com- 
pany's stock  for  another  in  pursuance  of  an  option  so  to  do  is 
quite  irrelevant  to  the  relief  sought.  The  only  ground  for  the 
rescission  prayed  is  therefore  that  no  dividend  was  declared 
or  paid  on  the  stock  first  received.  It  does  not  appear  whether 
the  transaction,  aside  from  the  conveyance  of  the  land,  was 
or  was  not  evidenced  by  writing.  The  agreement  concerning 
the  payment  of  a  dividend  is  pleaded  in  this  form : 

'That  said  stock  was  sold  by  the  defendant  J.  W.  Flack 
and  purchased  by  the  plaintiff  upon  the  condition  subsequent 
and  the  expressed  warranty  that  a  dividend  would  be  declared 
on  said  stock  and  paid  within  ninety  days  from  said  20th  day 
of  February,  1907,  and  that  weekly  dividends  would  be  de- 
clared and  paid  upon  said  stock  for  at  least  four  weeks  there- 
after." 

There  is  nothing  else  in  the  pleading  to  inform  us  of  the 
terms  of  the  agreement  in  this  particular.     The  pleader  des- 
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ignates  this  agreement  by  the  inconsistent  names  of  ''condi- 
tion subsequent"  and  "express  warranty."     It  is  manifestly 
neither,  but  is  a  covenant  or  promise.     It  is  elementary  law 
that  breach  of  a  condition  subsequent,  breach  of  an  express 
warranty,  or  breach  of  a  covenant,  in  the  absence  of  other 
grounds  of  equitable  jurisdiction,  will  not  avail  to  support  a 
complaint  in  equity  for  rescission  of  a  contract.     Davison  v. 
Davison,  71  N.  H.  180,  51  Atl.  905 ;  Raley  v.  Umatilla  Co. 
15  Oreg.  172,  13  Pac.  890 ;  Love  v.  Teter,  24  W.  Va.  741. 
In  the  absence  of  fraud,  mistake,  trust,  cloud  on  title,  multi- 
plicity of  suits,  necessity  for  cancellation,  or  some  other  inde- 
pendent ground  of  equitable  jurisdiction,  a  court  of  equity 
will  not  interfere  to  rescind  a  contract  on  the  sole  ground  that 
the  defendant  has  failed  to  perform  his  part  of  the  contract 
or  has  broken  its  warranties  or  conditions.     In  such  case  the 
remedy  at  law  is  adequate.     Doicglas  Co.  v.  Walbridgej  38 
Wis. ^79;  Farrar  v.  Bridges,  3  Humph.  566;  PiedmorU  L. 
I.  Co.  V.  Piedmont  F.  &  M.  Co.  96  Ala.  389,  11  South.  332 ; 
Birmingham  W.  £  E.  Co.  v.  Elyton  L.  Co.  93  Ala.  549,  9 
South.  285 ;  Harrington  v.  Rutherford,  38  Fla.  321,  21  South. 
283 ;  Moore  v.  Cross,  87  Tex.  557,  29  S.  W.  1051. 

The  complaint,  purporting  to  state  a  cause  of  action  for 
equitable  rescission,  is  fatally  defective  in  that  regard.  Linn 
V.  Gunn,  56  Mich.  447,  23  K  W.  84.  In  addition  to  this 
the  contract  was  fully  executed.  McLennan  v.  Prentice,* 86 
Wis.  427,  55  K  W.  764.  The  complaint  affirmatively  shows 
that  the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  to  recover 
his  damages,  if  any  there  be.  Xo  legal  cause  of  action  can 
be  spelled  out  of  the  complaint,  because  there  is  nothing  to 
show  the  value  of  the  stock  received  or  the  value  of  the  land 
given  in  exchange.  The  failure  to  declare  or  pay  dividends 
does  not  necessarily  affect  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  shares. 
The  demurrer  was  properly  sustained. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  order  sustaining  the  demurrer  is  af- 
firmed. 
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GuENSSKY,  Beepondent^  vs.  Kimberly  &  Claek  Company^ 

Appellant 

May  JS-^une  5,  1909. 

Master  tm^  »ervani:  Duties  of  master:  Safe  place  to  u^ork:  Negli- 
gence: Personal  injuries:  Unguarded  machinery:  Duty  to  in^ 
struct  servant 

1.  The  rule  requiring  the  roaster  to  furnish  his  servant  with  a  rea- 

sonably safe  working  place  calls  only  for  a  working  place  free 
from  all  dangers  which  a  person  in  the  drcumstanoes  of  the 
master,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  ought  to  know  of,  and 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  the  servant,  in  the  exercise 
of  ordinary  care,  is  not  legally  chargeable  with  knowledge  of. 

2.  A  master  is  not  required  to  instruct  a  servant  as  to  the  existence 

of  danger,  unless  it  is  reasonably  to  be  apprehended  that  the 
circumstances  requisite  to  set  that  danger  in  motion  may  prob- 
ably occur. 

3.  Failure  of  the  master  to  instruct  a  servant  as  to  matters  which 

the  servant  must  have  known  in  consequence  of  his  employ- 
ment does  not  constitute  actionable  negligence. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Winne- 
bago county:  Geo.  W.  Bcknell,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  is  an  action  brought  to  recover  damages  for  personal 
injury.  The  plaintiff  when  injured  was  employed  in  remov- 
ing pulp  from  the  wooden  roll  forming  a  part  of  one  of  the 
wet  machines  used  in  the  defendant's  pulp  mill  at  Niagara. 
Such  wet  machine  consists  in  part  of  two  rolls,  one  being  made 
of  iron  and  the  other  of  wood.  The  iron  roll  ia  set  in  a  frame 
and  is  about  fifteen  inches  in  diameter.  The  bottom  of  the 
roll  is  about  twenty  inches  above  the  floor  of  the  machine  room 
and  parallel  therewith.  The  wooden  roll  rests  directly  on 
the  iron  roll  and  is  twenty-one  and  one-fourth  inches  in  di- 
ameter. When  the  machine  is  in  operation  the  bottom  or 
iron  roll  revolves  toward  the  operator,  carrying  an  endless 
felt,  which  passes  through  a  vat  or  receptacle  containing  water 
and  ground  wood  pulp.     A  certain  amoimt  of  pulp  is  re- 
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moved  from  the  vat  by  adhering  to  the  felt.  As  the  felt  con- 
Uining  the  pulp  comes  in  contact  with  the  wooden  roll  the 
pulp  is  transferred  from  the  felt  to  such  roll.  The  wooden 
roll  is  turned  bj  means  of  contact  with  the  felt  revolving  on 
the  lower  roll.  By  reason  of  the  weight  of  the  wooden  roll  a 
portion  of  the  water  is  squeezed  out  of  the  pulp  as  it  becomes 
attached  thereto,  but  the  pulp  is  sixty  per  cent,  water  after 
being  wound  on  the  roll  and  has  very  little  adhesive  power  or 
cohesive  strength.  The  wooden  roll,  being  revolved  by  the 
iron  roll,  turns  in  the  opposite  direction,  or  away  from  the  op- 
erator of  the  machine,  and  moves  slowly,  making  fifteen  or 
twenty  revolutions  a  minute.  After  about  forty  revolutions 
a  layer  of  pulp  is  formed  around  the  wooden  roll  of  conven- 
ient thickness,  which  is  removed  by  inserting  a  sharp  pointed 
wooden  stick  in  a  groove  near  one  end  of  the  roll  and  pushing 
it  along  the  roll  horizontally  until  the  cylindrical  sheet  of  pulp 
is  severed.  A  part  of  the  time  the  severed  end  will  drop 
down  of  its  own  weight  on  a  table  in  front  of  the  machine, 
and  a  portion  of  the  time  it  is  necessary  to  take  hold  of  it  with 
the  fingers  in  order  to  remove  it.  Whether  it  will  fall  of  its 
own  weight,  or  some  degree  of  force  must  be  used  to  remove 
it,  depends  to  some  extent  upon  the  position  of  the  rent  with 
reference  to  the  top  of  the  roll.  If  near  the  top,  the  sheet  is 
not  apt  to  drop  of  its  own  weight,  although  a  slight  amount 
of  force  will  sufiice  to  loosen  it  from  the  roll.  The  roll  itself 
is  about  eighty-four  inches  in  length,  and  the  width  of  a  sheet 
of  pulp  formed  thereon  is  about  sixty-three  inches.  The 
operator  stands  near  to  the  right  end  of  the  roll  and  about 
twelve  or  fourteen  inches  therefrom,  and  there  is  no  table  be- 
tween him  and  the  roll,  but  there  is  one  immediately  to  his 
left  The  plaintiff  had  been  working  for  about  four  months, 
on  and  off,  at  removing  pulp  from  the  roll  of  one  of  the  wet 
machines  of  the  defendant  company.  His  work  of  this  char- 
acter would  be  about  the  equivalent  of  two  months'  steady 
work.     He  was  twenty  years  of  age  and  uneducated.     In 
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doing  his  work  he  stood  upon  a  platform  three  feet  square  and 
nine  inches  from  the  floor.  From  the  top  of  this  platform  ta 
the  top  of  the  wooden  roll  was  forty-seven  inches.  The  plaint- 
iff was  injured  hy  reason  of  his  hand  coming  in  contact  with 
and  being  drawn  in  between  the  two  rolls  heretofore  described. 
The  plaintiff's  hand  necessarily  passed  over  the  top  of  the 
wooden  roll  and  followed  it  around  to  the  point  of  contact  be- 
tween the  two  rolls,  such  point  of  contact  being  on  the  side 
of  the  rolls  opposite  from  where  the  plaintiff  worked.  The 
distance  from  the  top  of  the  wooden  roll  to  the  point  of  con- 
tact, measured  along  the  surface  of  the  roll,  was  about  thirty- 
three  inches.  It  seems  to  be  conceded  that  the  plaintiff,  while 
standing  upon  the  platform,  could  not  reach  around  the  roll 
so  as  to  bring  his  fingers  in  contact  with  the  lower  roll,  and 
that  such  contact  could  only  occur  when  the  body  was  raised 
from  the  platform. 

The  plaintiff  testified  that  when  he  tore  the  pulp  with  his 
stick  he  took  the  stick  in  his  left  hand  and  took  hold  of  the 
pulp  with  his  right  hand,  and  that  the  pulp  did  not  come  off, 
and  that  it  caught  his  hand  and  drew  it  into  the  rollers  on  the 
opposite  side  from  where  he  stood.  He  further  testified  that 
the  pulp  stuck  to  the  roll.  The  witness  was  not  conversant 
with  the  English  language,  and  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  he 
intended  to  say  that  the  friction  produced  by  his  hand  coming 
in  contact  with  the  pulp  drew  his  hand  between  the  rolls. 
Manifestly  the  pulp  did  not  and  could  not  otherwise  draw  his 
hand,  because  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  his  letting  go  of 
the  sheet  of  pulp  if  he  was  unable  to  detach  it  from  the  roll, 
and  at  best  it  is  not  claimed  that  such  removal  would  require 
any  considerable  force  or  effort.  A  witness  sworn  for  defend- 
ant saw  the  accident,  and  testified  that  plaintiff  had  placed 
some  sheets  of  pulp  upon  the  platform  on  which  he  was  stand- 
ing ;  that  after  making  the  rent  in  the  sheet  he  grabbed  for  it 
to  detach  it  and  missed  it,  and  then  made  another  grab  and 
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slipped  and  fell  on  the  roll,  and  was  carried  over  by  it  so  that 
his  hand  got  between  the  rolls. 

The  foregoing  states  in  substance  all  the  material  testimony 
as  to  how  the  accident  happened.  It  appeared  from  the  testi- 
mony that  operators  occasionally  dropped  the  sticks  used  in 
skinning  the  rolls  and  that  such  sticks  were  carried  over  "and 
injured  the  felts.  To  prevent  occurrences  of  this  kind  a  board 
was  placed  in  a  position  parallel  with  the  upper  roll,  a  space 
being  left  between  the  edge  of  the  board  and  the  roll  of  suffi- 
cient width  so  that  the  board  would  not  interfere  with  the 
formation  of  a  layer  of  pulp  on  the  roll,  but  not  wide  enough 
to  admit  of  the  skinning  stick  passing  between  the  roll  and 
the  board.  This  board  was  placed  along  the  side  of  the  roll 
opposite  from  where  the  operator  worked,  and  a  short  dis- 
tance beyond  the  apex  of  the  roll.  The  evidence  was  undis- 
puted that  this  board  or  guard  was  not  put  in  place  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  any  protection  to  operators,  and  because 
of  its  proximity  to  the  operator  it  is  manifest  that,  if  the  fin- 
gers of  the  operator  rested  on  the  roll  and  followed  it  any 
considerable  distance  beyond  the  top,  they  were  liable  to  be 
pinched  between  the  roll  and  the  board.  It  is  likewise  ap- 
parent that  if  this  board  had  been  in  place  it  would  have  pre- 
vented the  particular  accident  that  befell  the  plaintiff.  For 
some  reason  the  board  or  guard  in  question  had  been  removed 
about  two  days  before  the  plaintiff  was  injured  and  had  not 
been  replaced.  The  jury  found  that  the  defendant  was  neg- 
ligent in  not  maintaining  a  guard  so  as  to  prevent  the  plaint- 
iff's hand  being  crushed  between  the  rolls  and  also  in  failing 
to  warn  the  plaintiff  of  the  danger  incident  to  his  employ- 
ment The  defendant  moved  for  a  nonsuit,  and  for  a  directed 
verdict,  and  to  change  the  answers  returned  by  the  jury  to  cer- 
tain questions  in  the  special  verdict  and  for  judgment  on  the 
verdict  as  amended.  These  various  motions  were  denied,  and 
from  a  judgment  rendered  on  the  verdict  defendant  appeals 
to  this  court 
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For  tbe  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Doe  £  Ballhom,  and 
oral  argument  by  /.  B.  Doe. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Wigman,  Martin 
&  Martin,  and  oral  argument  by  P.  JET.  Martin. 

Basnes,  J.  A  full  statement  of  the  undisputed  facts  in 
tkis  case  has  been  made,  and  the  conclusion  reached  by  the 
court  obviates  any  discussion  of  the  evidence.  If  the  master 
was  negligent  in  furnishing  an  unsafe  machine  it  was  becauae 
of  failure  to  so  guard  it  as  to  prevent  the  happening  ot  the 
accident  that  occurred.  No  other  defect  in  the  appliance  fur- 
nished is  complained  of.  Notwithstanding  the  finding  of 
the  jury,  we  think  the  undisputed  testimony  shows  that  the 
machine  was  a  reasonably  safe  one,  and  that  the  defendant 
was  not  negligent  in  failing  to  guard  it  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  prevent  the  accident.  The  roll  moved  slowly,  making  but 
fifteen  or  twenty  revolutions  a  minute.  It  revolved  away 
from  the  operator.  It  was  forty-seven  inches  from  the  top 
of  the  platform  on  which  he  stood  to  the  top  of  the  roll,  and 
when  at  work  he  usually  stood  twelve  or  fourteen  inches  from 
the  roll.  The  machine  itself  was  fifty-six  inches  in  height. 
The  point  of  contact  between  the  rolls  was  about  thirty-five 
inches  from  the  floor.  There  was  not  only  this  barrier  fifty- 
six  inches  high  in  front  of  the  operator,  but,  in  order  to  get 
caught,  his  hand  must  necessarily  have  followed  the  roll 
around  to  the  opposite  side  from  where  he  was  working,  fur- 
ther than  he  could  reach.  Counsel  on  both  sides  concede  that 
the  plaintiff  could  not  have  reached  around  the  upper  roll  to 
the  point  of  contact  with  the  lower  one  while  standing  on  the 
platform.  It  required  little  force  to  remove  the  pulp  from 
the  roll,  and  the  space  above  it  was  open  and  unobstructed. 
It  is  apparent  that  the  accident  could  only  have  happened  by 
the  operator's  body  coming  in  contact  with  the  roll,  or  by  his 
holding  onto  the  same  with  his  hand  so  that  he  was  lifted  off 
his  feet.     If  he  fell  against  the  roll,  no  explanation  is  offered 
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as  to  why  he  did  not  push  himself  off  instead  of  clinging  to  it 
It  seems  to  us  that  a  master  must  well-nigh  have  the  gift  of 
prescience  to  apprehend  that  there  was  any  likelihood  of  an 
aooident  happening  to  an  operator  by  being  caught  between 
these  rolls^  and  that  it  would  be  holding  him  to  an  unusual 
and  extraordinary  degree  of  care  to  say  that  he  was  n^ligent 
in  not  having  the  foresight  to  conceive  that  such  an  accident 
might  happen. 

"The  rule  requiring  the  master  to  furnish  his  sei*vant  with 
a  reasonably  safe  woridng  plac^  calls  only  for  a  working  place 
free  from  all  dangers  which  a  person  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  master,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  ought  to  know 
of,  and  which,  under  the  circumstances,  the  servant,  in  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care,  is  not  legally  chargeable  with 
knowledge  of."  Heryche  v.  Ellis,  110  Wis.  532,  539,  86  N. 
W.  171 ;  Muslter  v.  N.  W.  I.  Co.  125  Wis.  326,  330,  104 
K  W.  67;  AiJcinson  v.  Goodrich  T.  Co.  60  Wis.  141,  18  N. 
W.  764;  McGowan  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co,  91  Wis.  147,  64 
N.  W.  891. 

Under  any  reasonable  application  of  the  foregoing  rule  the 
defendant  was  not  negligent  in  failing  to  maintain  a  guard 
on  the  machinery  in  question,  and  it  is  evident  that  the  work 
of  the  plaintiff  would  be  attended  with  apparently  greater 
danger  when  the  guard  was  on  than  when  it  was  off. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  the  defendant  was  not  guilty  of  neg- 
ligence in  failing  to  warn  the  plaintiff  of  the  hazard  that  pro- 
duced the  injury. 

"Granted  that  the  danger  existed,  yet  it  does  not  follow 
there  was  a  duty  to  instruct  in  regard  to  it,  unless  it  was  rea- 
sonably to  be  apprehended  that  the  circumstances  requisite 
to  set  that  danger  in  motion  might  probably  occur.  .  .  ." 
Dahlhe  v.  Ill  S.  Co.  100  Wis.  431,  434,  76  N.  W.  363 ;  Flem- 
ing V.  Norlherih  T.  P.  Mill,  135  Wis.  157, 114  K  W.  841. 

It  seems  clear  to  us  that  the  accident  was  such  that  the  de- 
fendant had  no  reasonable  ground  to  apprehend  that  it  might 
occur.     Besides,  the  plaintiff  operated  this  machine  for  a  pe- 
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riod  of  two  months,  and  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  he 
should  have  known  that  if  he  fell  against  the  roll  and  held  it 
sufficiently  tight  to  lift  his  body  from  the  ground  it  would 
carry  him  oyer.  He  must  also  have  known  that  if  his  fingers 
came  in  contact  with  the  rolls  they  would  be  bruised.  These 
were  the  only  facts  in  reference  to  which  the  master  could 
have  instructed  him. 

The  trial  court  should  have  directed  a  verdict  in  the  de- 
fendant's favor.  Failing  to  do  so,  the  defendant's  motion  to 
change  the  answers  returned  by  the  jury  to  the  second,  third, 
fourth,  and  fifth  questions  in  the  special  verdict  should  have 
been  granted,  and  judgment  entered  in  defendant's  favor  on 
the  verdict  as  corrected. 

By  the  Court, — ^The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  defendant  dismissing  the  plaintiff's 
complaint 

Eebwin,  J.)  took  no  part 


Babbeb  Asphalt  Pavino  Compant,  Eespondent,  vs.  City 

OP  OsHKosH,  Appellant 

May  IS— June  S,  1909. 

8taiffte§:  Oon$tructlon:  "May:**  Municipal  corporations:  Btreeti:  Im- 

provemewU. 

!•  TIm  ordinary  and  natural  meaning:  of  the  word  "^ay,**  when 
used  In  a  statute,  Is  permissive  and  discretionary,  not  manda- 
tory, although  it  is  construed  as  mandatory  when  such  con* 
stniction  Is  necesBary  to  give  effect  to  the  clear  purpose  and 
intent  of  the  statute. 

2.  The  word  "may"  in  sec.  925—223,  Stats.  (1898),  providing  that 
whenever  the  city  council  shall  order  the  paving  or  repavlng 
of  a  street  In  which  gas  or  water  mains,  or  sewers,  or  either 
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of  them,  have  previously  been  laid»  they  may  require  service- 
pipes  and  house  drains  to  be  first  laid  to  the  curb  line,  and 
that  no  street  shall  be  paved  or  repaved  by  order  of  the  council 
unless  the  water  and  gas  mains  and  service  pipes  and  neces- 
sary sewers  and  their  connections  shall,  as  required  by  the 
council,  be  first  laid  and  constructed, — is  used  in  its  ordinary 
and  natural  meaning  and  is  not  mandatory.  Gleasan  v.  Wau- 
kesha Co.  103  Wis.  225,  in  so  far  as  it  indicates  that  a  city 
cannot  pave  without  first  requiring  such  connections  to  be  made,, 
overruled. 

Appeax  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Winne- 
bago county:  Geo.  W.  Bubjtexl,  Circuit  Judge,     Affirmed. 

Fred  Beglinger,  city  attorney,  and  F.  C.  Stewaai,  of  coun- 
sel, for  the  appellant.  They  contended,  irder  aHo^,  that  the 
word  "may^'  in  a  statute  will  be  construed  to  mean  "shall" 
whenever  the  rights  of  the  public  or  third  persons  depend 
upon  the  exercise  of  the  power  or  the  performance  of  a  duty 
to  which  it  refers^  and  such  is  its  meaning  in  all  cases  where 
the  public  interests  and  rights  are  concerned,  or  a  public  duty 
is  imposed  upon  the  public  officers,  and  the  public  or  third 
persons  have  a  claim  de  jure  that  the  power  shall  be  exercised. 
Sutherland,  Stat  Constr.  sec.  462  and  p.  599 ;  Mason  v.  Fewr- 
son,  9  How.  248,  259 ;  Supervisors  v.  V.  8.  4  Wall.  435 ; 
Kennedy  v,  Sacramentoj  19  Fed,  580 ;  Buffalo  P.  JS.  Co.  v. 
CommWs,  10  How.  Pr.  237 ;  Hall  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  80  Mo. 
App.  463;  Edwards  v.  Hall,  30  Ark.  31;  State  v.  Saline 
County  Court,  48  Mo.  390;  Hagadom  v.  Ra/ux,  72  N".  Y. 
583 ;  Vasofi  v.  Augusta,  38  Ga.  542 ;  People  ex  rel.  Fiske  v. 
Brooklyn,  22  Barb.  404;  Doane  v.  Omaha,  58  Neb.  815; 
Follmer  v.  Nuckolls  Co.  6  Neb.  204;  People  ex  rel.  Puinam 
V.  Buffalo  Co.  4  Neb.  150. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bouck  &  Hilton, 
attorneys,  and  Frank  M.  Hoyt,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Hoyt. 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.  The  plaintiff,  having  paved  certain 
streets  in  the  city  of  Oshkosh  under  written  contracts  with  the 
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city,  sued  to  recover  that  part  of  the  contract  price  which  was 
to  be  paid  by  the  city,  and  the  defense  made  was  that  the  con- 
tracts were  void  because  the  city  had  not  required  water  and 
gas  service  pipes  and  sewer  connections  to  be  laid  before  the 
paving  was  done.  Judgment  having  been  rendered  for  the 
plaintiff  the  city  appeals. 

The  city  had  adopted  subch.  XX  of  ch.  40a,  Stats.  (1898), 
relating  to  the  construction  of  sewers,  and  the  question  is 
whether  the  word  "may,"  as  used  in  section  925 — 223  of  that 
chapter,  is  permissive  or  mandatory.  The  section  provides 
in  effect  that  whenever  the  city  council  shall  order  the  paving 
or  repaving  of  a  street  in  which  gas  or  water  mains,  or  sew- 
ers, or  either  of  them,  have  previously  been  laid,  "they  may 
also  by  resolution"  require  service  pipes  and  house  drains  to 
be  first  laid  to  the  curb  line  at  the  expense  of  the  abutting 
property,  at  such  intervals  as  they  shall  direct.  The  section 
then  provides  for  the  giving  of  notice  to  property  owners  to 
lay  such  service  pipes  or  connections,  and  for  the  laying  of 
the  same  by  the  board  of  public  works  in  case  of  default,  and 
concludes  with  the  proviso  "that  no  street  shall  be  paved  or 
repaved  by  order  of  the  council  unless  the  water  and  gas  mains 
and  service  pipes  and  necessary  sewers  and  their  connections 
shall,  as  required  by  the  council,  be  first  laid  and  constructed 
in  that  portion  of  such  street  so  to  be  paved  or  repaved." 

The  ordinary  and  natural  meaning  of  the  word  "may," 
when  used  in  a  statute,  is  permissive  and  discretionary,  not 
mandatory,  although  it  is  construed  as  mandatory  when  such 
construction  is  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  clear  purpose 
and  intent  of  the  statute.  The  trial  judge  thought  that  it 
should  be  construed  in  its  ordinary  and  natural  meaning  here, 
and  we  entirely  agree  with  his  view.  To  construe  it  as  man- 
datory would  mean  that  whenever  a  street  containing  water 
or  gas  mains  or  sewers  was  ordered  to  be  repaved,  the  coim- 
cil  must  order  new  service  pipes  and  connections  to  be  laid, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  all  necossary  pipes  and  connec- 
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tions  were  already  in  plaoe,  operating  perfectly,  and  good  for 
many  years  of  service.  Such  was  the  case  in  the  present  ac- 
tion, as  admitted  by  the  pleadings  with  reference  to  two  of 
the  streets  paved.  Other  instances  may  easily  be  called  to 
mind  where,  although  water  or  gas  mains  or  sewers  already 
exist  in  a  street,  it  would  be  utterly  unnecessary  and  oppres- 
sive to  require  service  pipes  or  connections  to  be  made,  be- 
cause the  adjoining  property,  by  reason  of  its  proximity  to  an- 
other street,  is  already  fully  and  more  economically  served. 
No  reason  occurs  to  us  which  calls  for  a  mandatory  construc- 
tion of  the  word.  The  final  proviso  of  the  section  evidently 
means  simply  that,  when  the  council  has  required  pipes  and 
connections  to  be  laid,  the  paving  shall  not  be  done  until  the 
pipes  and  connections  so  ordered  have  been  first  laid. 

The  appellant  confidently  relies  on  Oleason  v,  Waukesha 
Co.  103  Wis.  225,  79  N.  W.  249,  as  sustaining  the  conten- 
tion that  the  council  must  make  the  order  in  every  case.  That 
action  was  brought  by  a  taxpayer  to  set  aside  a  special  assess- 
ment for  making  gas  and  water  connections  because  the  coun- 
cil had  not  adopted  the  proper  resolution  nor  given  the  proper 
notice  requiring  the  connections  to  be  made  and  because  such 
assessments  constituted  a  taking  of  private  property  .for  pri- 
vate nse.  It  was  determined  by  this  court  that,  so  far  as  the 
resolution  and  notice  were  concerned,  the  statute  had  been 
essentially  complied  with,  so  there  was  in  fact  no  question  be- 
fore the  court  as  to  the  effect  of  proceeding  without  requiring 
the  connections  to  be  first  made.  It  is  true  that  in  discussing 
the  question  it  was  said,  in  passing,  that  the  city  was  pro- 
hibited from  paving  the  street  without  first  requiring  connec- 
iions  to  he  made  with  the  mains  and  pipes  run  therefrom  to 
the  curb  lines.  As  far  as  this  indicates  that  the  city  cannot 
pave  without  first  requiring  connections  to  be  made,  it  must 
be  considered  as  overruled.  The  city  having  ordered  the  con- 
nections made  in  that  case,  the  question  as  to  the  effect  of  a 
failure  to  make  such  order  was  not  necessary  to  be  considered. 
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The  idea  in  mind  was  that,  after  the  connections  had  been  or- 
dered in,  the  city  had  no  right  to  pave  until  the  connections 
had  in  fact  been  put  in ;  and  this  was  as  far  as  the  court  in- 
tended to  go. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  aflBrmed. 


Luckow,  Respondent,  vs.  Bobttgbb  and  another,  imp..  Ap- 
pellants. 

May  13— June  S,  1909, 

Appeal  from  justices*  courts:  Judgment  vnthout  new  iriaX:  Appeal 
to  supreme  c6urt:  Revieto:  Findings  of  fact:  Presumptions:  New 
trial  otter  reversal, 

1.  The  circuit  court  when  required  to  give  Judgment  pursuant  to 

sec.  3769,  Stats.  (1898),  should  act  solely  upon  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  court  below  acted,  not  considering  any  ruled 
out  by  the  latter  as  improper  or  any  conjecture  as  to  evi- 
dence which  might  have  been  given  by  answering  questions  not 
permitted,  because  thought  to  be  objectionable. 

2.  On  appeal  to  this  court  from  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court 

given  under  sec.  3769,  Stats.  (1898),  the  rule  obtains  that  the 
determination  by  such  court  as  to  facts  should  not  be  disturbed 
unless  contrary  to  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 

3.  A  determination  by  the  circuit  court  of  issues  of  fact  by  appli- 

cation of  wrong  rules  of  law  is  not  supported  on  appeal  by  the 
presumption  in  favor  of  its  correctness,  requiring  a  clear  pre- 
ponderance of  evidence  to  the  contrary  to  warrant  disturbing  it. 

4.  Where,  upon  appeal  to  this  court,  findings  of  a  trial  court  are 

condemned  because  made  by  application  of  wrong  rules  of  law 
and  the  right  of  the  matter  does  not  clearly  appear  from  the 
evidence,  the  case  upon  reversal  will  be  remanded  to  the  trial 
Jurisdiction  to  find  the  facts,  proceeding  in  the  light  of  correct 
legal  principles. 

[Syllabus  by  Mabshall,  J.] 

ApFBAii  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mani- 
towoc county:  Michael  Kibwan,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 
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The  action  was  tried  in  the  municipal  court  of  Manitowoc 
county.  The  practice  as  to  appeals  from  such  court  to  the 
circuit  court  is  the  same  as  in  case  of  appeals  from  justices' 
courts.  The  judgment  in  the  municipal  court  was  in  de- 
fendants' favor.  They  duly  appealed  to  the  circuit  court 
without  making  the  affidavit  required  by  sec.  3768,  Stats. 
(1898),  requisite  to  obtain  a  trial  de  novo*  The  circuit  court, 
nevertheless,  considered  evidence  returned,  which  the  mu- 
nicipal judge  rejected  as  improper  in  deciding  the  case,  and 
also  inferred  what  witnesses  would  have  testified  to  in  answer 
to  questions  supposed  to  have  been  improperly  ruled  out, 
reaching  the  conclusion  that  the  municipal  judge's  findings  in 
some  respects  were  wrong  and  reversed  the  judgment  with 
costs  as  hereafter  indicated. 

Plaintiff's  claini  was  this:  October  27,  1901,  plaintiff 
loaned  defendants,  as  copartners,  $500,  to  be  paid  with  in- 
terest on  demand,  taking  their  promissory  note  therefor.  De- 
cember 27, 1901,  there  was  paid  thereon  $100.  The  note  was 
surrendered  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  balance,  $400,  should 
be  treated  as  a  loan  to  defendants  at  five  per  cent,  interest, 
and  their  note  therefor  was  taken.  December  27,  1903,  the 
note  was  renewed  by  one  made  by  defendant  H.  J.  Boettger, 
Xo  payment  has  been  made  upon  that  note,  except  interest 
prior  to  December,  1905.  Plaintiff  is  entitled  to  judgment 
for  the  balance  of  the  original  loan  with  interest  as  specified 
in  the  last  note  subsequent  to  December  27,  1905. 

The  defendant  JET.  J,  Boettger,  answering  separately,  and 
the  others  jointly,  claimed  this :  Prior  to  the  giving  of  the  note 
of  $400  the  partnership  was  dissolved,  JET.  J,  Boettger  assum- 
ing and  agreeing  to  pay  all  the  firm's  indebtedness,  of  which 
plaintiff  was  fully  advised^  and  plaintiff  accepted  the  succes- 
sor as  his  debtor  in  place  of  the  firm,  surrendering  the  $500 
note,  and  taking  the  note  of  such  successor  for  $400  and  $20 
cash  as  consideration  therefor.  Subsequently  such  proceed- 
ings were  duly  had  in  bankruptcy  that  such  successor  was 
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fully  discharged  from  his  indebtedness,  including  that  on  the 
note. 

The  trial  court  found  as  claimed  by  defendants,  except: 
held,  that  the  new  note  for  $400  iwas  not  taken  in  payment 
of  the  firm's  indebtedness  upon  the  old  note,  under  an  agree- 
ment to  accept  the  maker  of  the  former  as  the  sole  debtor; 
that  the  new  note  was  talcen  as  a  renewal  of  the  old  indebted- 
ness and  as  security  therefor ;  that  no  consideration  passed  at 
the  time  of  the  transaction  of  taking  the  new  note  for  a  sub- 
stitution of  the  individual  liability  of  the  maker  thereof  for 
that  of  the  firm ;  that  on  the  trial  the  new  note  was  duly  sur- 
rendered into  court  to  be  delivered  to  the  maker;  that  such 
maker  was,  as  claimed,  duly  discharged  of  his  indebtedness  in 
bankruptcy;  and  that  the  judgment  of  the  mimicipal  court 
dismissing  the  cause  as  to  him  should  be  affirmed,  but  that 
the  judgment  as  to  the  other  defendants  should  be  reversed 
and  judgment  be  rendered  against  them  for  the  impaid  in- 
debtedness, being  with  interest  $435.44  with  costs. 

Judgment  was  rendered  accordingly,  from  which  this  ap- 
peal was  taken. 

Por  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Healy  dk  Joyce,  at- 
torneys, and  C.  H.  Sedgwick,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Sedgwiclc. 

Por  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  F.  W.  Diche,  at- 
torney, and  Nash  &  Nash,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by 
Mr.  Diche  and  Mr.  E.  O.  Nash. 

Masshai^l,  J.  The  appeal  from  the  mimicipal  oourt  Ia 
question  should  have  been  disposed  of  in  the  circuit  court  as 
provided  in  sec.  3769,  Stats.  (1898),  that  is  to  say,  there  be- 
ing no  affidavit  entitling  appellant  to  a  trial  de  novo,  judg- 
ment should  have  been  given  '^according  to  the  weight  of  the 
evidence  and  justice  of  the  case  without  regard  to  technical 
errors"  not  affecting  "the  merits  and  without  regard  to  the 
findings  of  the"  municipal  judge. 
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Formerly  the  practice  was  merely  to  affirm  or  reverse  the 
judgment  of  the  trial  court.  That  was  changed  by  the  revi- 
sion of  1878  so  as  to  permit  of  a  reversal  or  affirmance,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  either  as  to  damages  or  costs,  or  both,  but 
the  findings  of  the  trial  court  were  still  required  to  be  given 
sufficient  weight  to  preclude  their  disturbance  unless  unsup- 
ported by  the  evidence.  That  is,  such  findings  were  to  be 
regarded  on  appeal  as  having  substantially  the  force  of  find- 
ings in  case  of  an  appeal  to  this  court  from  the  circuit  court 
upon  the  question  of  whether  they  are  warranted  by  the  evi- 
dence. That  was  changed  by  ch.  216,  Laws  of  1891,  so  as  to 
require  the  evidence  returned  to  the  circuit  court  to  be  viewed, 
substantially  the  same  as  if  taken  originally  in  such  court, 
the  findings  of  the  trial  court  to  be  regarded  as  having  very 
little  dignity  in  the  matter  (Silvemail  v.  Rust,  88  Wis.  458, 
60  N.  W.  787),  yet  not  to  be  so  wholly  disregarded  but  that 
the  advantages  of  the  trial  court  over  the  reviewing  court,  by 
reason  of  opportunity  to  see  and  hear  the  witnesses,  might 
be  taken  account  of  (Smith  v.  Norton,  114  Wis.  458,  90 
K  W.  449).     The  court  there  said: 

The  language  of  the  statute,  "without  regard  to  the  find- 
ing of  the  justice,"  does  not  mean  that  "the  evidence  returned 
must  be  construed  most  strongly  in  favor  of  the  losing  party. 
The  question  presented  is  purely  one  of  fact.  The  justice 
who  saw  and  heard  the  witnesses  found  for  the  defendant. 
He  undoubtedly  did  so  because  he  thought  such  finding  was 
in  accordance  with  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  The  evidence 
returned  seems  to  justify  such  finding.  The  county  court  af- 
firmed that  judgment.  Notwithstanding  the  language  of  the 
statute,  we  must  concur  in  such  finding." 

The  two  amendments  to  the  original  statute  leave  the  prac- 
tice the  same  as  formerly,  to  the  extent  that  the  decision  of 
the  circuit  court  is  required  to  be  made  upon  the  evidence  re- 
turned by  the  trial  court  as  having  been  considered  there. 
The  former  cannot  legitimately  consider  evidence  ruled  out 
by  the  latter  even  if  it  is  embodied  in  the  return,  nor  consider 
Vol.  140  —  6 
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the  effect  of  answers  which  it  may  be  conjectured  witnesses 
would  have  given  to  questions  ruled  out  as  improper.  To 
do  so  would  be  clearly  extrajudicial  because  the  statute,  quite 
clearly,  though  not  expressly,  prohibits  it. 

The  result  of  the  foregoing  is  that  the  circuit  court,  in  not 
taking  into  consideration  at  all  the  advantages  which  the  mu- 
nicipal court  had  of  seeing  the  witnesses  and  hearing  them 
testify,  and  in  not  only  considering  evidence  which  the  mu- 
nicipal judge  ruled  out  but  evidence  not  given  at  all ;  evidence 
it  was  supposed  would,  or  might,  have  been  given  had  ques- 
tipns  ruled  out  as  improper  been  permitted  to  be  answered, 
committed  errors  of  law,  rendering  the  conclusions  reached 
not  supported  in  this  court  by  the  ordinary  presumption  of 
correctness.  That  presumption  in  presence  of  the  conclu- 
sion having  been  reached  by  the  application  of  wrong  rules 
of  law  does  not  obtain  in  case  of  an  appeal  from  a  judgment 
of  the  circuit  court  on  appeal  from  an  inferior  court  without 
a  new  trial  The  rule  is  the  same  in  such  circumstances  as 
on  appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  in  a  case 
tried  without  a  jury.  Donner  v.  Oenz,  129  Wis.  245,  107 
K  W.  1039,  109  JSr.  W.  71 ;  BrunJcow  v.  Waters,  131  Wis. 
31,  110  N.  W.  802.  In  any  case,  findings  of  a  trial  court 
on  matters  of  fact  made  by  application  to  the  evidence 
of  wrong  rules  of  law  which  did,  or  probably  may  have, 
efficiently  influenced  the  result,  are  not  supported  in  the  re- 
viewing court  by  any  presumption  of  their  correctness,  but 
they  must  be  tested  solely  by  the  evidence.  Unless  it  ap- 
pears that  there  is  a  clear  preponderance  of  such  evidence  in 
support  of  the  judgment  as  it  was  proper  for  the  trial  court 
to  have  considered,  it  must  be  reversed  and  the  cause  re- 
manded to  the  proper  jurisdiction  to  make  the  proper  find- 
ings and  judgment,  subject  to  review.  Brown  v.  Oriswold, 
109  Wis.  275,  85  N.  W.  363 ;  Hawlces  v.  Slight,  110  Wis. 
125,  85  N.  W.  721 ;  Bostwick  v.  Mut,  L.  Ins.  Co.  116  Wis. 
392,  89  N.  W.  538,  92  N.  W.  246. 
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In  Kinn  v.  First  Nat.  Bank,  118  Wis.  537,  548,  95  N.  W. 
969,  it  was  said:  "The  trial  court  is  the  appropriate  place 
for  the  determination  of  such  questions." 

And  in  Priewe  v.  Fitzsimons  &  G.  Co.  117  Wis.  497,  511, 
94  N.  W.  317,  322 : 

"The  evidence  is  certainly  not  sufficiently  conclusive  for 
respondents  to  enable  us  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
.  .  .  without  doing  the  work  here  that  rightfully  should  be 
done  by  a  trial  judge  and  generally  is  left,  upon  a  reversal, 
for  him  to  do,  where  there  is  considerable  doubt  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  matter." 

In  BostwicTc  v.  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  116  Wis.  392,  443,  89 
K  W.  538,  92  N.  W.  266,  the  case  turned  below  on  a  con- 
clusion of  fact  reached  under  a  wrong  conception  of  the  law, 
necessitating  a  reversal,  and  it  was  uncertain  which  of  two 
reasonable  inferences  was  right  in  the  light  of  right  rules  of 
law,  and  it  was  said: 

"In  that  situation  this  court  does  not  direct  the  judgment 
to  be  rendered  if  the  unsolved  issues  of  fact  might  go  either 
way  and  it  is  doubtful  which  is  proper,  so  that  in  attempting 
to  decide  them  originally  here  injustice  might  be  done." 

It  may  be  that  it  would  be  better  practice  in  such  a  case 
as  this  to  determine  here  the  right  of  the  matter  from  the 
evidence  and  end  the  litigation.  True,  it  seems  like  imposing 
an  nnnecessary  burden  upon  a  respondent  having  just  such  a 
judgment  as  he  is  entitled  to,  to  mulct  him  with  costs  because 
of  an  error  for  which  he  is  not  to  blame  and  compel  him  again 
to  seek  redress  in  the  trial  court  with  the  danger  of  a  second 
appeal  to  this  court  before  the  controversy  can  be  finally  ter- 
minated. It  may  be  that,  especially  in  a  case  of  this  sort, 
where  the  trial  court  cannot  any  more  than  this  court  have 
the  benefit  of  seeing  the  witnesses  and  hearing  them  testify, — 
where  the  opportunity  for  determining  the  real  right  of  the 
matter  is  the  same  here  as  in  the  court  below  with  the  ad- 
vantages in  favor  of  this  jurisdiction  of  several  minds  to  deal 
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with  the  subject  instead  of  one, — the  cause  should  be  finally 
terminated  here  in  such  a  situation  as  we  have  before  us,  even 
if  the  rights  of  the  parties  upon  the  evidence  be  involved  in 
considerable  doubt.  But  the  fact  remains  that  this  jurisdic- 
tion, in  such  matters,  is  for  the  exercise  of  purely  appellate 
power,  not  that  of  rendering  judgments  as  in  the  exercise  of 
original  jurisdiction,  and  the  practice  has  been  quite  rigidly 
in  harmony  therewith.  So  much  so,  the  court  is  of  the  opin- 
ion that  it  is  not  best,  at  this  time,  to  depart  from  it  even  if 
that  might  legitimately  be  done. 

It  is  the  opinion  here  that,  had  the  trial  court  not  com- 
mitted the  errors  of  law  referred  to,  a  different  conclusion 
might  have  been  reached  as  to  whether  the  new  note  was  taken 
in  payment  of  the  old  one;  that,  upon  the  evidence,  the  de- 
cision might  go  either  one  way  or  the  other ;  and  that  which  is 
the  proper  way  is  involved  in  serious  doubt.  Therefore,  the 
judgment  must  be  reversed. 

We  will  not  review  the  evidence  or  make  any  intimation 
as  to  the  weight  which  should  be  given  to  any  portion  of  it. 
That  course  seems  best  in  order  to  leave  the  trial  jurisdic- 
tion opportunity  to  discharge  its  duty  untrammeled  by  any 
suggestion  which  might  interfere  with  its  judgment  within 
its  peculiar  field. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  cause  remanded 
for  further  proceedings  according  to  law. 
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Kuxz  and  another,  Appellants,  vs.  Boll  and  others,  Re- 
spondents. 
Saaie,  Respondents,  vs.  Pitz  and  others,  imp.,  Appellants. 

May  1&--June  3,  1909. 

Principal  and  surety:  Building  contracts:  Discharge  of  surety  hy  ad- 
vance payments. 

Where  the  date  of  the  actual  completion  of  a  hulldlng  was  Sep- 
tember 20,  and,  as  early  as  June  9,  payments  had  been  made 
to  the  contractor  aggregating  upwards  of  $2,000  In  excess  of 
the  amounts  stipulated  to  be  paid  prior  to  the  final  completion 
of  the  building,  the  amount  of  the  advanced  payments  and  the 
length  of  time  in  which  they  antedated  the  time  when  they 
should  have  been  paid  are  such  material  variances  from  the 
contract  as  absolutely  discharge  the  contractor's  sureties. 
Timlin  and  Kebwin,  JJ.,  dissent. 

Appeals  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mani- 
towoc county:  Michael  Kirwan,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed 
on  plaintiffs'  appeal;  reversed  on  that  of  defendants. 

The  plaintiffs  had  a  contract  with  the  nominal  defendant, 
Boll,  for  the  construction  by  the  latter  of  a  certain  building 
and  payment  by  the  plaintiffs  for  the  completed  building  of 
$18,360,  "all  payments  to  be  on  certificates  of  said  architect 
as  the  work  progresses,  to  wit :  $4,000  on  completion  of  foun- 
dation; $3,000  on  completion  of  first  story;  $3,000  on  com- 
pletion of  second  story ;  $3,000  on  completion  of  third  story ; 
$3,000  on  completion  of  building;  and  balance  sixty  days 
thereafter,  reserving  fifteen  per  cent,  of  each  estimate  until 
final  certificate  is  issued."  The  defendants  other  than  Boll 
were  a  copartnership  engaged  in  business  as  a  bonding  com- 
pany, and  in  that  capacity,  for  a  compensation  of  $50  paid 
by  Boll,  gave  a  bond  in  the  penal  sum  of  $5,000  to  the  plaint- 
iffs conditioned  that  Boll  "shall  well  and  truly  furnish  all  the 
material  and  labor  to  be  used  and  employed  in  the  erection 
of  a  certain  brewery  building^^  according  to  the  aforesaid  con- 
tract.    Boll  completed  the  building  September  20,   1905, 
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prior  to  -which  time  there  had  been  paid  him  a  total  of 
$15,100,  in  various  sums,  much  of  it  before  any  certificates 
were  given  by  the  architect,  but  whether,  as  to  some  early 
payments,  before  the  work  had  progressed  to  the  prescribed 
stage,  does  not  appear.  On  that  day  the  contractor  and  the 
plaintiffs,  together  with  the  architect,  had  an  accounting,  as- 
certained that  extra  work  had  been  done  to  the  amount  of 
$979.27,  and  there  was  then  issued  a  certificate  for  the  bal- 
ance of  $4,239.27.  Lienable  claims  for  labor  and  materials 
existed,  which  plaintiffs  were  obliged  to  pay,  to  an  amount  in 
excess  of  this  balance.  This  action  was  brought  to  recover 
an  alleged  excess  of  such  claims  of  about  $2,700.  The  court 
made  certain  deductions  of  about  $2,000  and  rendered  judg- 
ment against  the  sureties  for  $7G8  and  interest  and  costs. 
From  the  whole  of  this  judgment  the  defendant  sureties  ap- 
peal, and  from  the  disallowance  of  the  $2,010.58  the  plaint- 
iffs appeal. 

For  the  plaintiffs  there  were  briefs  by  Nash  &  Nash,  and 
oral  argument  by  L.  J.  Nash. 

For  the  defendants  there  were  briefs  by  Hougen  &  Brady, 
and  oral  argument  by  -4.  L.  Hoiujen. 

Dodge,  J.  Among  the  defenses  interposed  was  that  the 
owner  and  the  principal  contractor  had  modified  the  contract 
to  the  prejudice  and  consequent  discharge  of  the  sureties  by 
paying  large  amounts  of  money  thereon  before  the  same  was 
due  according  to  its  terms.  This  was  supported  by  a  show- 
ing that  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  work  large  amounts  had 
been  paid  without  any  formal  certificate  of  the  architect,  but 
the  evidence  is  not  so  clear  that  they  were  paid  before  the 
money  was  earned  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  contract, 
and  there  might  well  be  doubt  whether  they  were  effective  to 
release  the  sureties  under  the  rule  on  the  subject  declared  in 
Madison  v.  Am.  8.  E.  Co.  118  Wis.  480,  95  N.  W.  1097.  It 
was  made  to  appear  conclusively,  however,  and  indeed  de- 
clared by  the  findings,  that  the  building  was  not  completed  un- 
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til  September  20th,  and  that  as  early  as  June  9th  there  had 
been  paid  to  the  contractor  the  sum  of  $16,100,  while  by  the 
express  terms  of  the  contract  only  $13,000  was  to  be  paid  to 
him  prior  to  the  final  completion  of  the  contract.  The  ef- 
ficacy of  substantial  advance  payments  upon  contracts  to  dis- 
charge sureties  is  too  well  settled  by  the  authorities  in  this 
state  to  warrant  discussion*  The  prejudicial  effect  thereof 
to  the  surety  has  been  found  both  in  the  removal  of  the  in- 
centive to  the  contractor  to 'diligently  press  his  work  and  from 
the  diminution  of  the  fund  which  the  contract  contemplates 
to  remain  in  the  owner's  hands  and  which  may  serve  as  a 
means  of  protecting  the  sureties  from  liability.  Stephens  v. 
Elver,  101  Wis.  392,  77  N.  W.  737;  Cowdery  v.  Hahn,  105 
Wis.  455,  81  N.  W.  882 ;  Lowe  v.  Reddan,  123  Wis.  90,  93, 
100  N .  W.  1038.  In  the  present  case  it  cannot  be  doubted  that 
both  the  amount  of  the  advanced  payments  and  length  of  time 
in  which  they  antedated  the  time  when  they  should  have  been 
paid  were  material.  In  that  respect  they  bear  no  resemblance 
whatever  to  the  mere  trifling  variance  from  the  contract  pre- 
sented in  Stephens  v.  Elver,  supra.  For  this  reason  we  must 
hold  that  before  the  completion  of  the  contract  the  sureties 
had  been  absolutely  discharged  from  their  liability,  and  no 
judgment  can  be  had  agaiast  them,  which  conclusion  renders 
it  unnecessary  for  us  to  consider  the  various  other  conten- 
tions. 

By  the  Court, — Judgment  reversed  on  defendants'  appeal, 
and  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  dismiss  the  complaint ; 
plaintiffs  to  take  nothing  on  their  appeal. 

TiMi-iN,  J.  (dissenting).  1  think  the  judgment  of*  the 
circuit  court  should  be  affirmed  on  both  appeals.  The  con- 
tract provided : 

"All  payments  to  be  on  certificates  of  said  architect  as  the 
work  progresses,  to  wit :  $4,000  on  completion  of  foundation ; 
$3,000  on  completion  of  first  story ;  $3,000  on  completion  of 
second  story ;  $.3,000  on  completion  of  third  story ;  $3,000  on 
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completion  of  building;  and  balance  sixty  days  thereafter,  re- 
serving fifteen  per  cent,  of  each  estimate  until  final  certificate 
is  issued.  The  final  payment  shall  be  made  within  sixty 
days  after  the  &aid  above  work  is  completely  finished." 

The  total  amount  earned  under  the  contract,  with  author- 
ized extras,  was  $19,339.27.  There  is  an  apparent  distinc- 
tion between  certificates  issued  as  the  work  progresses  and  the 
final  certificate.  Neither  of  the  five  items  above  provided  for 
includes  the  final  certificate.  Fifteen  per  cent,  of  each  of  the 
five  kerns  above  is  to  be  reserved  until  the  final  certificate  is 
issued.  The  word  "completion"  should  te  given  the  same 
meaning  in  each  of  the  five  items.  It  is  common  learning 
that  words  following  a  videlicet  point  out  or  specify  but  do 
not  restrain  the  generality  of  the  preceding  words.  They 
particularize  and  point  out.  Brown  v.  Berry,  47  111.  175 ; 
8  Words  &  Phrases.  The  fair  inference  is  that  the  itemiza- 
tion points  out  a  rate  of  preliminary  estimates  proportioned 
to  the  progress  made,  so  that  up  to  the  time  of  completion  of 
the  building  not  more  than  the  sum  of  such  items,  viz., 
$16,000,  shall  be  paicl  on  preliminary  estimates.  I  think 
this  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  construction,  bearing  in  mind  the 
subject  matter  of  the  contract,  how  building  operations  are 
usually  carried  on,  and  having  reference  to  the  language  of 
the  contract.  This  amount  was  not  exceeded  by  preliminary 
certificates  up  to  the  time  of  completion ;  hence  the  sureties 
were  not  on  this  ground  discharged.  But  the  sureties  were  en- 
titled to  have  applied  on  claims  in  favor  of  third  persons  and 
against  the  contractor  for  labor  and  materials  furnished  the 
whole  amount  due  from  plaintiffs  to  contractors  after  com- 
pletion and  on  deferred  payments,  which  was  $4,239.27. 

After  the  liability  of  the  sureties  became  fixed,  plaintiffs 
applied  part  of  this  on  moneys  due  them  from  the  contractor, 
and  they  were  therefore  properly  charged  and  the  sureties 
credited  with  the  sums  so  applied.  Another  part  of  this 
$1,239.27  was  applied  properly  to  the  discharge  of  claims  for 
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materials  used  in  the  building.  The  whole  liability  of  the 
sureties  was  $5,000,  which,  minus  $4,239.27,  is  $760.73, 
practically  the  amount  for  which  judgment  was  rendered 
against  the  sureties,  arrived  at  by  a  more  roundabout  process. 

Kerwix,  J.     I  concur  in  the  foregoing  dissent  of  Mr. 
Justice  TiMLiw. 


Badges  State  Lttmbbe  CoicpAirr,  Eespondent,  vs.  Q.  W. 
Jones  Lumber  Company,  Appellant 

May  Ik — June  5,  1909. 

Executory  contracts:  Stopping  performance:  Reme^es:  Damages  for 
breach:  Rights  of  parties,  when  determined:  Entire  contracts: 
Grounds  of  rescission:  Pleading:  Waiver:  Delivery  f.  o.  b.  cars: 
When  title  passes. 

1.  Where  specific  performftace  of  an  executory  contract  cannot  be 

enforced,  either  party  may  by  explicit  order  stop  performance 
by  the  other,  subjecting  himself  thereby  only  to  a  liability  to 
the  other  party  for  compensatory  damages  for  such  breach. 

2.  A  contract  for  the  sale  of  lumber  to  be  manufactured,  graded, 

tallied,  hauled,  and  delivered  on  board  cars  at  such  times  as 
cars  are  furnished  by  the  purchaser,  title  to  remain  In  the 
seller  until  the  lumber  Is  shipped  and  paid  for.  Is  executory 
so  far  as  It  relates  to  lumber  not  delivered  at  the  time  ef  a 
renunciation  of  the  contract  by  the  purchaser. 

3.  The  rights  of  the  parties  under  such  a  contract  must  be  deter- 

mined as  of  the  date  the  purchaser  renounces  his  contract  and 
refuses  to  carry  it  out 

4.  A  contract  requiring  a  commodity  to  be  shipped  in  carload  lots 

as  cars  are  furnished  by  the  purchaser,  each  car  shipped  be- 
fore a  designated  date  to  be  paid  for  in  cash  tfteeii  days  from 
date  of  shipment,  is  apportionable  and  not  entire. 

5.  Under  such  a  contract  the  purchaser  may  receive  part  of  the  com- 

modity and  may  breach  the  contract  as  to  the  portion  not  de- 
livered without  subjecting  himself  to  liability  for  the  purchase 
"price  thereof,  provided  the  contract  has  not  been  performed  by 
the  seller  as  to  the  undelivered  portion. 
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6.  Ordinarily,  facts  which  will  warrant  a  rescission  must  have  ex- 

isted at  the  time  the  contract  was  made. 

7.  In  an  action  to  recover  the  contract  price  of  lumber  the  defend- 

ant, having  by  answer  denied  plalntiflTs  right  to  recover  on 
such  cause  of  action,  may,  by  counterclaim,  plead  that  if  it 
should  be  held  liable  to  take  and  pay  for  any  portion  of  the 
lumber  It  should  be  allowed  damages  by  way  of  recoupment 
and  setoff  because  of  poor  manufacture,  without  thereby  waiv- 
ing any  rights  it  might  have  under  an  attempted  rescission. 

8.  A  contract  obligating  the  seller  to  deliver  a  commodity  f.  o.  b. 

cars  is  not  a  sale  in  prcoaenti,  either  when  made  or  when  the 
commodity  is  manufactured,  since  the  title  does  not  pass  to  the 
purchaser  until  the  commodity  is  delivered  by  loading  it  on  the 
cars. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Pepin 
county:  E.  W.  Helms,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

On  April  10,  1907,  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  entered 
into  a  contract  by  the  terms  of  which  the  plaintiff  agreed  to 
sell  and  the  defendant  agreed  to  buy  all  of  plaintiff's  stock  of 
soft  elm  lumber.  The  contract  recited  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  lumber  was  then  sawed  and  in  pile  in  the  city 
of  Durand,  and  that  the  remainder  of  the  stock  was  to  be 
sawed  from  logs  at  the  Plummer  mill  in  Durand,  and  at  John 
Moy^s  mill  in  the  town  of  Canton,  Buffalo  county,  Wisconsin, 
and  at  Julliot's  mill  in  the  town  of  Watenrille,  Pepin  county, 
Wisconsin,  and  at  Gates's  mill  in  the  town  of  Frankfort, 
Pepin  county,  Wisconsin,  and  that  so  much  of  the  logs  as 
were  unsawed  were  to  be  sawed  as  soon  as  possible  under  the 
supervision  of  the  plaintiff.  The  plaintiff  agreed  to  manu- 
facture the  portion  of  the  logs  not  yet  sawed  into  such  thick- 
nesses as  the  defendant  might  direct,  and  to  cause  the  sawing 
to  be  done  in  a  good  and  workmanlike  manner;  also  to  load 
the  lumber  sold  (estimated  at  650,000  feet  more  or  less) 
into  cars  at  Durand,  Wisconsin,  at  such  time  as  cars  were  pro- 
vided by  the  defendant,  but  at  the  expense  of  the  plaintiff. 
The  plaintiff  agreed  to  ship  the  lumber  as  soon  as  same  was 
in  shipping  condition.  The  National  Hardwood  Lumber  As- 
sociation rules  were  to  govern  the  inspection  and  scalp,  and 
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the  inspection  and  scale  were  required  to  be  made  at  the 
mill  and  were  to  be  final.  It  was  further  provided  that  both 
of  the  parties  should  have  their  inspectors  present  when  the 
lumber  was  being  loaded,  if  they  so  elected,  but,  in  the  event 
of  the  failure  of  the  defendant  to  furnish  an  inspector,  the 
inspection  made  by  the  plaintiff  should  be  final.  In  case 
any  dispute  as  to  scale  or  grade  arose  between  the  inspectors 
for  the  parties  to  the  contract,  which  could  not  be  settled  by 
them,  it  was  agreed  that  such  dispute  should  be  adjusted  by 
an  inspector  of  the  National  Hardwood  Lumber  Association. 
It  was  further  agreed  that  the  lumber  should  be  well  sawed, 
of  proper  thickness,  edged  and  trimmed,  and  the  logs  so  sawed 
as  to  produce  as  much  of  the  upper  grades  of  lumber  as  pos- 
sible. The  defendant  agreed  to  ship  all  of  said  lumber  on  or 
before  January  1,  1908.  If  any  stock  remained  in  the  yard 
after  that  time,  it  was  agreed  that  it  should  be  jointly  esti- 
mated by  the  representatives  of  the  parties  and  be  paid  for 
according  to  such  estimate.  For  all  water  elm,  red  elm,  and 
gray  elm  the  defendant  agreed  to  pay  the  plaintiff,  f.  o.  b. 
Durand,  for  No.  3  common  and  better,  $20  per  thousand  feet, 
upon  the  following  terms  of  payment:  "Cash  fifteen  days 
from  date  of  shipment,  less  two  per  cent.  Sixty  days  from 
date  of  shipment,  net."  It  was  further  agreed  b^ween  the 
parties  that  title  to  the  lumber  should  remain  in  the  plaintiff 
until  same  was  shipped  out  or  paid  for  according  to  the  esti- 
mate of  January  1,  1908. 

On  November  27,  1907,  plaintiff  shipped  to  defendant,  at 
its  request,  one  carload  of  lumber.  This  car  was  invoiced  at 
the  contract  price,  and  contained  upper  grades  of  lumber, 
and  was  paid  for  at  the  contract  price.  On  November  29, 
1907,  the  defendant  wrote  plaintiff  as  follows: 

"It  will  be  impossible  for  us  to  take  the  soft  elm  we  bar- 
gained with  you  for,  as  the  stock  has  not  been  sawed  at  all 
in  accordance  with  our  instructions.  Our  Mr.  B.  G.  Harper, 
whom  we  sent  there  to  take  up  a  trial  car  of  the  stock,  ex- 
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plained  the  matter  fully  to  your  Mr.  Pierce,  so  you  know  what 
our  grounds  for  complaint  are  against  the  lumber.  We  re- 
gret to  advise  you  of  this,  but  if  you  will  look  up  the  corre- 
spondence we  have  had  with  you  in  reference  to  sawing  this 
stock,  you  will  find  that  we  gave  you  explicit  and  positive  in- 
structions regarding  it,  and  these  instructions  have  not  been 
observed.  Under  these  circumstances  we  feel  justified  in 
turning  the  stock  down." 

On  the  day  following  the  plaintiff  acknowledged  receipt 
of  this  letter,  in  which  it  denied  that  the  lumber  was  not  prop- 
erly manufactured,  and  stated  that  if  the  lumber  was  not 
shipped  out  by  the  defendant  in  accordance  .with  the  terras  of 
the  contract  it  would  cause  the  lumber  to  be  estimated,  and 
commence  action  to  recover  the  contract  price  of  the  same. 
On  January  14,  1908,  the  plaintiff  again  wrote  the  defend- 
ant, calling  its  attention  to  the  provision  in  the  contract  pro- 
viding for  an  estimate  of  the  lumber  by  joint  representatives 
of  the  parties,  and  notifying  the  defendant  that  it  was  ready 
to  proceed  with  such  estimate,  and  further  stating  that  if  the 
defendant  did  not  appear  on  or  before  January  28,  1908,  it 
would  on  that  date  proceed  to  take  the  estimate  without  the 
co-operation  of  the  defendant,  and  bring  suit  to  recover  the 
contract  price.  The  defendant  did  not  elect  to  take  any  part 
in  making  the  estimate,  and  the  plaintiff  caused  an  estimate 
to  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  statement  contained  in  its 
letter  of  January  14th.  On  February  29,  1908,  the  plaint- 
iff forwarded  to  the  defendant  a  bill  for  the  contract  price  of 
the  lumber  in  accordance  with  the  estimate  made  by  it.  The 
amount  of  such  bill  was  $11,078.16.  The  defendant  refused 
to  pay,  and  this  action  was  brought  to  recover  the  contract 
price  of  the  lumber  and  resulted  in  a  verdict  and  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  plaintiff  for  such  contract  price,  from  which 
judgment  this  appeal  is  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Nash  &  Nash,  at- 
torneys, and  C.  A.  Ingram,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by 
L.  J.  Nash.     They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  contracts  like 
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the  one  in  suit  providing  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  a  large 
quantity  of  lumber  or  other  commodities  in  carload  lots,  with 
separate  payments  for  the  separate  shipments,  are  manifestly 
severable;  each  delivery  separates  and  executes  the  contract 
pro  tanto,  leaving  what  is  still  undelivered  subject  to  any 
lawful  objections,  even  though  the  lots  already  delivered  and 
received  were  subject  to  the  same  objections.  Such  a  par- 
tial delivery  is  not  an  acceptance  of  any  part  of  the  whole 
quantity  not  yet  delivered.  Ketchum  v,  \Yells,  19  Wis.  25 ; 
McDonald  v.  Gardner,  56  Wis.  35 ;  Hoffman  v.  King,  58  Wis. 
314;  8.  C.  70  Wis.  372 ;  QUI  v.  Benjamin,  64  Wis.  362 ;  Mc- 
Millan V.  Fox,  90  Wis.  173 ;  Murphy  v.  Sagola  L.  Co.  125 
Wis.  363;  Zn  re  Kelly,  51  Fed.  194;  Hubbard  v.  George,  49 
111.  275;  Cook  v.  Brandeis,  3  Mete.  (60  Ky.)  6^5;  Hollfield 
V.  Black,  20  Mo.  App.  328;  American  P.  P.  &  B.  Co.  v. 
Oakes,  64  Mo.  App.  235 ;  Farmer  v.  Gray,  16  Neb.  401,  20 
K  W.  276;  Visscher  v.  Greenhank  A.  Co.  11  Hun,  159; 
Pacific  Coast  E.  Co.  v.  Bravinder,  14  Wash.  315,  44  Pac. 
544;  Conway  v.  Fitzgerald,  70  Vt.  103,  106,  39  Atl.  635; 
Clark  V.  Wheeling  S.  Works,  53  Fed.  494 ;  Creswell  B.  &  C. 
Co.  V.  Martindale,  63  Fed.  84,  86 ;  Bennett  v,  Shaughnessy,  6 
Utah,  273,  277,  22  Pac.  158;  Eastern  F.  Co.  v.  Corbin,  182 
Mass.  590.  The  defendant  had  the  legal  right  to  renounce 
and  repudiate  the  contract,  so  long  as  it  remained  executory ; 
absolutely  and  without  recourse  if  for  good  cause,  but  just  as 
absolutely  without  any  cause ;  in  the  latter  case,  however,  sub- 
ject to  defendant's  liability  to  compensate  the  plaintiff  for  all 
resulting  damages.  Ward  v.  American  H.  F.  Co.  119  Wis. 
12,  25 ;  Fountain  City  D.  Co.  v.  Peterson,  126  Wis.  512 ; 
Engeldinger  v.  Stevens,  132  Wis.  423 ;  Collins  v.  Delaporte, 
115  Mass.  159,  162;  Oklahoma  V.  Co.  v.  Carter,  116  Ga. 
140,  94  Am.  St.  Rep.  112 ;  Gibbons  v.  Beate,  51  Minn.  499, 
22  L.  K.  A.  80.  The  measure  of  damages  resulting  from  a 
wrongful  renimciation  of  a  contract  of  sale  is  never  the  con- 
tract price,  but  the  difference  between  such  contract  price 
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and  the  market  value  of  the  chattels.  The  title  to  the  lumber 
never  passed  to  the  defendant.  The  plaintiff  still  owns  it 
The  contract  provided  that  the  title  should  not  pass  until  the 
lumber  was  "shipped  out  or  paid  for  according  to  the  estimate 
of  January  1,  1908."  Eliminating  the  element  of  a  wrong- 
ful renunciation  or  repudiation  of  an  executory  contract  of 
sale,  it  is  still  the  law  that  the  seller  cannot  recover  the  pur- 
chase price  until  after  the  title  has  passed."  Benj.  Sales,  sec. 
311;  24  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  1118-1120; 
Smith  V,  Barron  Co.  44  Wis.  686 ;  Ganson  v.  Madigan,  9  Wis. 
146;  5.  C.  13  Wis.  67;  8.  C.  15  Wis.  144;  Pike  v.  Vaughn, 
39  Wis.  499;  Hoffman  v.  King,  58  Wis.  314;  8.  C.  70  Wis. 
372;  Ketchum  v.  Wells,  19  Wis.  25;  Hill  v.  Chipman,  59 
Wis.  211 ;  Manufacturers'  Bank  v.  Rugee,  59  Wis.  221 ;  8taie 
ex  rel.  Vilas  v.  Wharton,  117  Wis.  558 ;  Mason  v.  Decker,  72 
N.  Y.  595 ;  Mitchell  v,  Le  Clair,  165  Mass.  308 ;  Brocklen  v. 
8meallie,  140  N.  Y.  70 ;  Jenkinson  v.  Monroe  Bros,  &  Co.  61 
Mich.  454,  28  N.  W.  663. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Wickham  &  Farr, 
and  oral  argument  by  James  Wickham.  They  contended, 
inter  alia,  that  the  authorities  in  this  state  and  elsewhere  sus- 
tain the  proposition  that  the  vefidor  in  an  executory  contract 
of  sale  of  personal  property,  on  refusal  of  the  vendee  to  ac- 
cept the  goods,  may  store  the  goods  and  recover  the  contract 
price.  Nisbei  v.  Oill,  38  Wis.  657 ;  Boyington  v.  Sweeney, 
77  Wis.  55,  68 ;  Pratt  v.  8.  Freeman  &  Sons  Mfg.  Co.  115 
Wis.  648 ;  Hartman  F.  &  C.  Co.  v.  Krieger,  137  Wis.  650, 
119  N.  W.  347;  Bustan  v.  McAndrew,  44  N.  Y.  72;  Haij- 
den  V.  Demets,  53  N.  Y.  426 ;  Mason  v.  Decker,  72  N.  Y.  595, 
28  Am.  Eep.  190;  Bagley  v.  Findlay,  82  HI.  524;  McOor- 
mick  H.  M.  Co.  v.  Markert,  107  Iowa,  340,  78  N.  W.  33 ; 
Mitchell  V.  Le  Clair,  165  Mass.  308;  Van  Brocklen  v. 
Smeallie,  140  N.  Y,  70,  35  K  E.  415,  416;  Oanson  v. 
Madigan,  15  Wis.  144.  The  rescission,  if  at  all,  must  be 
total.  Any  act  by  the  purchaser  in  recognition  of  the  con- 
tract precludes  his  right  to  rescind.     Churchill  v.  Price,  44 
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Wis.  540;  Cream  City  O.  Co.  v.  Friedlander,  84  Wis.  53,  58, 
59;  Kingman  &  Co.  v.  ^Yaison,  97  Wis.  596,  612 ;  Zipp  Mfg, 
Co.  V,  Pastorino,  120  Wis.  176 ;  James  Music  Co.  v.  Bridge, 
134  Wis.  510.  A  complaint  or  counterclaim  for  damages  for 
breach  of  a  contract  is  an  affirmance  of  the  contract,  incon- 
sistent with  a  claim  that  the  contract  has  been  rescinded,  and 
is  a  waiver  of  any  right  to  a  rescission.     Main  v.  Procknow, 

131  Wis.  279;  Pfeiffer  v.  Marshall  136  Wis.  51,  116  N.  W. 
871 ;  Maxon  v.  Qaies,  136  Wis.  270, 116  N.  W.  758.  Where 
the  bnyer  accepts  property  and  fails  to  object  in  a  reasonable 
time  that  it  does  not  comply  with  the  contract,  he  waives  his 
right  to  afterwards  object  that  the  property  does  not  comply 
with  the  terms  of  the  contract,  and  waives  his  right  to  re- 
cover damages  on  account  of  «my  alleged  defects.  Northern 
S.  Co.  V.  Wangard,  117  Wis.  624,  629;  H.  McCormiclc  L. 
Co.  V.  Winans,  126  Wis.  649,  654;  Ashland  L.,  8.  &  C.  Co. 
V.  Shores,  105  Wis.  122,  128;  Forster,  Waterhury  Co.  v. 
F.  MacKinnon  Mfg.  Co.  130  Wis.  281. 

Babnes,  J.  The  rule  is  well  settled  that  in  executory  con- 
tracts, where  specific  performance  cannot  be  enforced,  either 
party  has  the  power  to  stop  the  performance  on  the  other  side 
by  an  explicit  order  to  that  effect,  by  subjecting  himself  to 
such  damages  as  will  compensate  the  other  party  for  being 
stopped  in  the  performance  on  his  part  at  that  point  or  stage 
in  the  execution  of  the  contract.  In  such  cases  it  is  held  that 
an  action  cannot  be  maintained  to  recover  the  contract  price, 
but  may  be  maintained  to  recover  damages  for  the  breach  of 
the  contract.  Ward  v.  Am.  H.  F.  Co.  119  Wis.  12,  25,  9G 
K  W.  388;  Fountain  City  D.  Co.  v.  Peterson,  126  Wis.  512, 
106  N.  W.  17 ;  Merrick  v.  N.  W.  Nat.  L.  Ins.  Co.  124  Wis. 
221,  226,  102  N.  W.  593;  Tufts  v.  Weinfeld,  88  Wis.  647, 
60  K  W.  992 ;  Woodman  v.  Blue  Grass  L.  Co.  125  Wis.  489, 
494, 103  N.  W.  236, 104  N".  W.  920 ;  Engeldinger  v.  Stevens, 

132  Wis.  423,  424,  112  K  W.  507. 

The  decisions  of  this  court  upon  the  question  under  discus- 
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sion  are  in  harmony  with  the  great  weight  of  authority  else- 
where. Mr.  Page  states  the  rule  applicable  where  one  party 
to  a  contract,  who  is  not  himself  in  default,  has  covenants  still 
to  be  performed  when  the  breach  is  committed  by  the  other 
party,  as  follows : 

"The  adversary  party  cannot  ignore  the  breach,  perform 
the  covenants  of  the  contract  on  his  part  to  be  performed,  and 
recover  the  entire  contract  price  as  if  no  breach  had  occurred. 
This  state  of  facts  often  exists  in  breach  by  renunciation.'^ 
3  Page,  Contracts,  §  1435.  See  cases  cited  in  notes  2  and  3, 
p.  2219. 

If  the  contract  was  still  executory  the  defendant  might 
breach  it,  and  would  thereby  subject  itself  to  the  payment  of 
such  damages  as  would  fairly  compensate  the  plaintiff  for  the 
breach,  and  ordinarily  such  damages  would  be  the  difference 
between  the  contract  price  of  the  lumber  and  its  value  at  the 
time  of  the  breach.  Ganson  v.  Madigan,  13  Wis.  67,  72 ; 
8.  C.  15  Wis.  144,  150;  Chapman  v.  Ingram,  30  Wis.  290. 

The  general  rule  that  a  breach  of  an  executory  contract 
gives  a  right  of  action  for  damages  for  the  breach  and  not 
for  recovery  of  the  purchase  price  is  not  modified  by  the  case 
of  Boyingion  v.  Sweeney,  77  Wis.  55,  45  N.  W.  938.  It  is 
there  held  that  where  the  vendor  tenders  a  delivery  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  of  the  contract,  and  an  actual  deliv- 
ery is  prevented  by  the  refusal  of  the  vendee  to  accept  and 
receive  the  article  at  the  time  and  place  agreed  upon,  the 
vendor  may  sue  for  and  recover  the  purchase  price.  In  this 
case  the  plaintiff  failed  to  furnish  cars  within  a  reasonable 
time,  and  before  they  were  furnished  a  portion  of  the  logs  sold 
were  burned,  and  it  was  held  that  the  offer  to  deliver  was 
tantamount  to  an  actual  delivery,  and  that  the  vendor  had  in 
fact  performed  his  part  of  the  contract.  The  case  of  Praif 
r.  S,  Freeman  &  Sons  Mfg.  Co.  115  Wis.  648,  92  N.  W.  368, 
holds  that  where  a  vendor,  in  an  executory  contract  for  the 
sale  of  goods  to  be  paid  for  on  delivery,  discovers  that  the 
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vendee  has  become  insolvent,  he  may  store  the  property  for 
the  buyer  and  sue  for  and  recover  the  purohase  price.  No 
other  case  in  this  court  is  called  to  our  attention  that  has  any 
tendency  to  mitigate  the  rigor  with  which  the  general  rule 
referred  to  has  been  enforced. 

It  is  a  conceded  fact  in  the  case  that  the  defendant  wrote 
plaintiff  on  November  29,  1907,  stating  explicitly  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  it  to  take  the  stock  bargained  for. 
Certain  reasons  were  stated  in  the  letter  for  the  decision  ar- 
rived at,  which  were  f  oimd  by  the  jury  to  be  groundless.  The 
letter  was  received  in  due  course  of  mail  and  was  replied  to 
by  the  plaintiff  upon  the  day  following  its  date.  The  impor- 
tant questions  in  the  case  therefore  are:  (1)  Was  the  con- 
tract executory  when  defendant's  letter  was  received  ?  (2)  If 
it  was,  did  the  defendant  by  its  subsequent  conduct  waive  the 
renunciation  of  the  contract  contained  in  its  letter  ?  What- 
ever difficulties  the  case  may  present  do  not  arise  out  of  any 
imcertainty  as  to  what  the  law  is  on  the  points  involved.  A 
correct  application  of  the  facts  to  the  established  rules  of  law 
is  all  that  is  necessary  in  order  to  determine  the  rights  of  the 
parties. 

When  does  a  contract,  executory  when  made,  become  exe- 
cuted so  that  the  vendor  may  sue  and  recover  the  purchase 
price  of  the  article  contracted  for  ?  In  the  early  case  of  Oarir 
9on  V.  Madigan,  13  Wis.  67,  72,  the  court  held : 

"Where  the  vendor  has  actually  taken  all  the  steps  neces- 
sary to  vest  the  title  to  the  goods  sold  in  the  vendee,  he  may 
sue  for  goods  sold  and  delivered,  and  the  rule  of  damages 
would  be  the  contract  price ;  but  where  he  is  ready  and  will- 
ing to  perform,  and  offers  to  do  so,  but  the  vendee  refuses, 
evon  though  the  title  is  not  vested  in  the  vendee,  the  vendor 
?till  has  his  action  on  the  contract  for  damages;  but  the  rule 
of  damages  in  such  case  would  be  the  actual  injury  sustained, 
which  is  ordinarily  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the 
property  at  the  time  of  the  refusal  and  the  price  agreed  on." 
Vol.  140  —  6 
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The  contract  in  this  case  was  for  the  sale  of  a  reaper,  and 
the  vendee  was  informed  that  he  could  have  his  pick  of  a 
large  number  of  reapers  shipped  to  the  agent  of  the  vendor 
in  knocked-down  form.  The  vendee  refused  to  make  any  se- 
lection, and  the  court  held  that  because  of  the  failure  of  the 
vendor  to  set  up  the  reaper  and  make  an  offer  or  tender  of 
it  as  an  entirety  he  could  not  recover  the  purchase  price,  but 
only  damages  for  the  breach  of  the  contract.  The  decision 
was  re-examined  at  some  length  and  re-affirmed  on  a  second 
appeal  15  Wis.  144, 150.  The  rule  adopted  in  this  case  has 
not  been  departed  from  in  any  substantial  particular,  and  it 
has  in  effect  been  followed  in  a  number  of  cases  since  decided. 
Tufts  V.  Weinfeld,  88  Wis.  647,  60  N.  W.  992 ;  Hoffman  v. 
King,  58  Wis.  314,  317,  17  N.  W.  136;  Ward  v.  Am.  H.  F. 
Co.  119  Wis.  12,  25,  96  N.  W.  388;  McMillan  v.  Fox,  90 
Wis.  173,  62  N.  W.  1052. 

Under  the  authorities  cited,  and  assuming  that  the  title  to 
the  lumber  contracted  for  did  not  pass  to  the  vendee  in  the 
contract,  we  fail  to  see  any  logical  ground  for  saying  that  such 
contract  was  not  an  executory  one  in  so  far  as  it  related  to 
lumber  not  delivered  when  the  letter  of  renimciation  was  writ- 
ten. A  portion  of  the  lumber  was  sawed  and  in  pile  at  Du- 
rand,  Wisconsin.  As  to  such  lumber  it  was  necessary  to  sep- 
arate the  No.  3  and  better  lumber  from  that  below  the  grade 
of  "No.  3  and  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  the  same.  Each 
party  might  furnish  an  inspector,  and  in  case  of  disagreement 
it  was  provided  that  an  inspector  of  the  If  ational  Hairdwood 
Lumber  Association  should  act  as  umpire  to  settle  the  dispute. 
If  the  vendee  failed  to  select  an  inspector,  then  the  vendor 
might  inspect,  and  such  inspection  should  be  final.  The 
vendor  was  required  to  haul  the  lumber  from  the  pile  and  de- 
liver it  on  board  cars  at  Durand.  A  portion  of  the  lumber 
was  at  two  or  three  different  country  mills  several  miles  dis- 
tant from  Durand.  The  contract  required  such  lumber  to  be 
inspected  and  tallied  in  the  same  manner  as  that  located  at 
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Durand,  and  also  required  the  vendor  to  haul  the  same  to  Du- 
rand  and  deliver  it  on  hoard  cars.  There  was  also  a  small 
quantity  of  lumher  not  sold  imder  the  contract  mixed  with 
that  which  was,  and  it  necessarily  would  have  to  be  separated 
before  the  contract  was  completed  by  the  vendor.  The  evi- 
dence failed  to  show  the  expense  which  the  plaintiff  would 
necessarily  incur  in  completing  the  contract,  but  it  is  appar- 
ent that  it  would  be  a  very  material  item,  and  that  the  con- 
tract was  not  substantially  performed  by  the  vendor  on  No- 
vember 29th.  That  it  was  ready,  able,  and  willing  to  per^ 
form  is  not  the  equivalent  of  performance  for  the  purposes 
of  this  case.  Ganson  v.  Madigan,  supra.  The  defendant 
might  have  ordered  all  of  the  lumber  during  the. month  of 
December,  and  the  plaintiff  would  have  been  obliged  to  grade, 
tally,  haul,  and  deliver  the  lumber  on  board  cars.  Prior  to 
November  29th  the  defendant  was  not  in  default  to  the  ex- 
tent that  it  was  npt  entitled  to  have  the  lumber  delivered 
f.  o.  b.  cars,  and  upon  that  date  it  renounced  its  contract  and 
refused  to  carry  it  out.  The  rights  of  the  parties  must  be  de- 
termined as  of  that  date,  and  we  fail  to  see  how  we  could 
logically  hold  that  at  that  time  the  contract  was  even  sub- 
stantially performed  by  the  plaintiff. 

The  contention  that  the  contract  was  entire,  and  that  the 
acceptance  of  and  payment  for  one  carload  of  the  lumber  was 
an  acceptance  of  the  entire  stock  and  a  waiver  of  any  right  to 
resist  payment  of  the  purchase  price  thereof,  is  not  tenable. 
The  contract  required  the  lumber  to  be  shipped  in  carload  lots, 
and  provided  that  each  car  shipped  before  January  1st  should 
be  paid  for  in  "cash  fifteen  days  from  date  of  shipment,  less 
two  per  cent.  Sixty  days  from  date  of  shipment,  net"  The 
contract  was  an  apportionable  one,  and  the  defendant  might 
receive  part  of  the  lumber  thereunder  and  breach  the  contract 
as  to  the  portion  which  was  not  delivered  without  subjecting 
itself  to  liability  for  the  purchase  price  thereof,  provided  the 
contract  had  not  been  performed  by  the  plaintiff  as  to  the  un- 
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delivered  portion  of  the  stock.  Ketchum  v.  TFeZfe/19  Wis. 
25,  33 ;  McDonald  v.  Gardner,  56  Wis.  35,  41,  13  N.  W.  689 ; 
Clark  V.  Clifford,  25  Wis.  597;  T.  B.  Scott  L.  Co.  v.  Hafner- 
Lothman  Mfg.  Co.  91  Wis.  667,  65  N.  W.  513 ;  McMUlan  v. 
Fox,  90  Wis.  173,  176,  62  K  W.  1052 ;  La  ^Coursier  v.  Rus- 
sell, 82  Wis.  265,  52  K  W.  176;  Ilildebrand  v.  Am.  F.  A. 
Co.  109  Wis.  171,  85  K  W.  268;  I'Uton  v.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co. 
pcws^p.  197, 121N.  W.  331. 

It  is  argued  that  the  defendant  waived  any  rights  it  might 
have  under  its  attempted  rescission  of  November  29th  by 
counterclaiming  in  its  answer  for  damages  for  alleged 
breaches  of  the  contract  on  plaintiff's  part.  The  cases  of  Main 
v.  Procknow,  131  Wis.  279,  111  N.  W.  508,  and  Pfeiffer  v. 
Marshall,  136  Wis.  51,  116  N.  W.  871,  are  cited  to  the  point 
that  a  counterclaim  for  damages  for  breach  of  a  contract  is  an 
affirmance  of  the  contract  and  is  inconsistent  with  and  is  a 
waiver  of  a  plea  of  rescission.  We  do  not  understand  that 
the  defendant  has  ever  asked  that  the  contract  be  rescinded,  or 
even  claimed  that  any  facts  existed  which  would  warrant  a 
rescission.  Contracts  are  usually  rescinded  because  a  party 
has  been  fraudulently  induced  to  enter  into  the  contract  obli- 
gation. The  facts  that  will  ordinarily  warrant  a  rescission 
must  have  existed  at  the  time  the  contract  was  made.  The 
position  of  the  defendant  here  was  that  the  plaintiff  had 
breached  its  contract  in  material  particulars  and  that  for  such 
reason  defendant  would  not  perform.  The  defendant  by  its 
pleading  denied  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  recover  the  con- 
tract price  of  the  lumber.  It  then  stated  that,  if  it  should  be 
held  liable  to  take  and  pay  for  any  portion  thereof,  it  should 
be  allowed  $5  per  thousand  damages  by  way  of  recoupment 
and  setoff  because  of  poor  manufacture.  We  do  not  think 
this  answer  comes  within  the  principle  of  the  cases  cited,  or 
that  there  was  any  waiver  on  defendant's  part  of  its  right  to 
insist  that  the  only  recovery  that  could  be  had  against  it  was 
the  amount  of  damages  occasioned  by  the  breach  of  its  con- 
tract. 
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It  is  urged  that  the  contract  constituted  a  sale  of  the  lum- 
ber in  prcesenti,  either  when  made  or  when  the  lumber  was 
manufactured^  notwithstanding  the  reservation  of  title  made 
by  the  vendor,  until  the  lumber  was  paid  for.  The  contract 
obligated  the  vendor  to  deliver  the  lumber  f.  o.  b.  cars.  A 
number  of  such  contracts  have  been  before  this  court,  and  it 
has  been  held  that  the  title  under  such  a  contract  does  not  pass 
to  the  vendee  until  the  article  sold  is  delivered  by  loading  it  on 
cars.  Vogt  v.  Schienebeck,  122  Wis.  491,  100  K  W.  820 ; 
Fromme  v.  O'Donnell,  124  Wis.  529,  103  N.  W.  3 ;  Murphy 
V.  Sagola  L.  Co.  125  Wis.  363,  103  X.  W.  1113 ;  Engeldinger 
V.  Stevens,  132  Wis.  423,  112  JST.  W.  507 ;  John  O'Brien  L. 
Co.  V.  Wilkinson,  117  Wis.  468,  94  N.  W.  337 ;  State  ex  rel 
Pittsburgh  C.  Co.  v.  Patterson,  138  Wis.  475,  120  N.  W.  227. 
The  contrary  rule  adopted  in  Boyington  v.  Sweeney,  77  Wis. 
55,  45  N.  W.  38,  has  been  overruled.  Vogt  v.  Schienebeck, 
supra. 

The  conclusions  reached  render  it  unnecessary  to  consider 
various  other  matters  discussed  in  the  briefs  and  in  the  oral 
ai^ument. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  further  proceedings  ac- 
cording to  law. 


RiOHABDS,  Appellant,  vs.  Manitowoc  and  Nobthien  Trac- 
tion Company,  Respondent 

May  14— -June  3,  1909. 

Executory  contracts:  What  constitutes  a  breach:  Stopping  perform- 

once:  Damages:  Appeal:  Affirmance^ 

1.  Th«  refusal  of  one  party  to  perform  his  part  of  an  executory  con- 
tract usle»i  the  other  party  consents  to  a  modification  consti- 
tutes a  total  breach  of  the  contract 
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2.  If,  while  a  contract  to  do  work  and  furnish  materials  la  still 

executory,  the  party  for  whom  it  is  to  be  done  orders  the  work 
stopped,  the  remedy  of  the  other  party  is  to  recover  damaeea 
for  such  breach.  He  cannot  proceed  with  performance  and 
recover  the  value  of  the  completed  job. 

3.  In  the  absence  of  a  showing  that  appellant  is  entitled  to  recover 

more  than  the  amount  for  which  he  had  Judgment  and  which 
respondent  concedes,  the  judgment  should  be  affirmed. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Manito- 
woc county :  Michael  Kiewan,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  the  sum  of  $606.12  for 
labor  performed  and  materials  furnished  in  August  and  Sep- 
tember, 1902,  at  the  special  instance  and  request  of  defend- 
ant.    The  complaint  alleges,  in  effect,  that  the  plaintiff  was 
doing  business  under  the  name  of  Richards  Iron  Works,  and 
that  the  defendant  was  a  corporation  operating  a  street  inter- 
urban  railway  in  the  city  of  Manitowoc;  that  during  August 
and  September,  1902,  plaintiff  performed  the  labor  and  fur- 
nished the  materials  above  referred  to,  and  that  a  statement 
of  the  account  was  furnished  on  September  11,  1902,  and  no 
payment  has  been  made  thereon.     The  defendant  admits  its 
corporate  existence  and  business,  and  denies  generally  the 
other  allegations  of  the  complaint.     The  case  was  referred, 
and  the  referee  made  and  filed  his  report,  in  which  he  found 
that  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  recover  $76  and  costs.     Plaintiff" 
filed  exceptions  to  the  report  and  findings  of  the  referee  and 
moved  the  circuit  court  to  modify  the  report  and  for  judg- 
ment as  modified  in  the  sum  demanded  in  the  complaint. 
The  circuit  court  denied  the  motion  to  modify,  confirmed  the 
report  of  the  referee,  and  ordered  judgment  for  the  plaintiff 
in  the  sum  of  $75  and  interest  at  six  per  cent,  from  Novem- 
ber 9,  1907,  to  date  of  its  order,  together  with  costs  and  dis- 
bursements.    Judgment  was  entered  accordingly,  from  which 
this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  A,  L.  Hougen  and 
C.  H.  Sedgwick,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Hougen. 
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For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Na^sh  &  Nash,  and 
oral  argument  by  E,  0,  Nash. 

Kebwin,  J.     The  referee  found,  among  other  things,  that 
the  defendant  was  operating  a  street  railway  line  along  the 
highways  of  the  city  of  Maniiowoc  and  across  the  Manitowoc 
river  upon  a  bridge ;  that  in  July,  1902,  the  superintendent  of 
defendant,  duly  authorized,  ordered  of  plaintiff  certain  appli- 
ances for  use  on  the  bridge ;  that  the  plaintiff  accepted  the  or- 
der and  immediately  began  work  under  the  contract;  that 
about  the  second  day  after  the  appliances  had  been  ordered 
the  general  superintendent  and  superior  officer  of  defendant, 
with   authority   so  to   do,   peremptorily   ordered   the  work 
stopped  if  the  job  was  to  cost  more  than  $75,  but,  notwith- 
standing, the  plaintiff  proceeded  with  the  work  and  finished 
the  job  at  a  cost  of  $606.12 ;  that  defendant  refused  to  pay 
any  amount  in  excess  of  $75;  that  plaintiff  applied  to  the 
common  council  of  the  city  of  Manitowoc  and  received  per- 
mission to  remove  the  appliances  from  the  bridge,  but  never 
did  remove  them ;  that  the  appliances  furnished  were  worth 
$606.12.     And  as  conclusions  thereon  that  the  appliances 
were  ordered  by  authority  of  defendant;  that  when  ordered 
it  was  believed  by  the  superintendent  of  defendant  that  they 
would  cost  not  to  exceed  $75;  that  within  two  days  after 
the  order  was  given  the  order  was  canceled  and  the  work  or- 
dered stopped  imless  the  cost  of  the  job  was  limited  to  $75 ; 
that  the  plaintiff  elected  to  proceed  with  the  job  and  elected 
and  submitted  to  the  condition  and  consented  to  do  the  job 
for  $75 ;  that  the  first  contract  was  superseded  by  the  second 
implied  agreement;  that  by  electing  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
struction the  plaintiff  became  bound  by  the  limitation  and 
cannot  recover  in  excess  of  $75 ;  and  that  plaintiff  is  entitled 
to  recover  the  sum  of  $75. 

The  main  contention  of  appellant  is  that,  because  a  valid 
contract  was  made  and  no  price  fixed,  he  was  entitled  to  com- 
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plete  the  job  and  recover  what  it  was  reasonably  worth.  It 
does  not  appear  definitely  how  much  had  been  done  under 
the  contract  when  the  work  was  ordered  stopped  and  the  con- 
tract canceled.  Only  two  days  had  elapsed  from  the  time  of 
the  giving  and  acceptance  of  the  order,  and  a  large  and  sub- 
stantial part,  perhaps  the  principal  part,  of  the  contract  was 
then  unperformed  and  the  contract  executory.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  refusal  of  the  defendant  to  perform  on  its  part 
unless  plaintiff  would  consent  to  a  modification  was  a  total 
breach  of  the  contract.  But  notwithstanding  the  breach  the 
plaintiff  had  no  right  to  proceed  and  perform  the  contract, 
which  was  executory  at  the  time  of  breach,  and  recover  the 
value  of  the  completed  job.  His  remedy  was  to  recover  dam- 
ages for  the  breach  and  proceed  no  further  with  performance 
of  the  contract  on  his  part.  Ward  v.  Am,  H.  F,  Co,  119 
Wis.  12,  96  N.  W.  388 ;  Fountain  City  D.  Co.  v.  Peterson, 
126  Wis.  512,  106  K  W.  17;  Engeldinger  v.  Stevens,  132 
Wis.  423,  112  N.  W.  507. 

The  theory  obviously  of  the  appellant  is  that  the  plaintiff, 
after  the  contract  was  made,  had  a  right  to  proceed  and  com- 
plete it,  notwithstanding  the  order  of  defendant  to  proceed 
no  further.  This  is  not  the  law.  While  the  contract  re- 
mained executory  the  defendant  had  a  right  to  stop  the  per- 
formance on  the  part  of  plaintiff  by  subjecting  itself  to  such 
damages  as  would  compensate  plaintiff  for  being  stopped  in 
the  performance  of  the  contract.  Ward  v.  Am.  H,  F.  Co,, 
supra;  Hamilton  v.  McPherson,  28  N.  Y.  72;  Johnson  v. 
Meeker,  96  N.  Y.  93 ;  Hinckley  v.  Pittsburgh  B,  S,  Co.  121 
U.  S.  264,  7  Sup.  Ct.  875 ;  Badger  State  L.  Co.  v,  0.  W. 
Jones  L,  Co.,  ante,  p.  73,  121  K  W.  933. 

The  plaintiff  on  the  trial,  however,  did  not  claim  damages 
on  account  of  breach,  but  maintained  his  right  to  recover  on 
the  original  contract  for  the  value  of  the  job  compjeted,  and 
the  main  question  litigated  appears  to  have  been  whether  the 
original  contract  was  modified  so  as  to  limit  the  cost  of  the 
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job  to  $75.  The  plaintiff  offered  no  evidence  of  the  damages 
occasioned  by  the  breach.  The  court  below  as  well  as  the 
referee  seems  to  have  awarded  judgment  for  $75  on  the  the- 
ory that,  when  the  defendant  ordered  the  work  stopped  unless 
it  could  be  done  for  $75,  and  plaintiff  proceeded  with  and 
completed  the  job,  plaintiff  impliedly  agreed  to  the  modifica- 
tion. We  need  not  decide  this  proposition.  The  plaintiff 
not  having  proved  the  amount  of  his  damages  occasioned  by 
the  breach,  and  it  not  appearing  that  he  was  entitled  to  re- 
cover more  than  $75,  the  amount  which  defendant  concedes, 
we  think  the  judgment  was  right  and  must  be  affirmed. 
By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  is  affirmed. 


State  ex  eel.  Hattabatjoh,  Appellant,  vs.  Boyntoit,  Re- 
spondent. 

Mav  l^r-^une  3,  1909. 

Extradition:  Arrest  on  civil  procesB. 

One  who  has  been  brought  into  this  state  by  extradition  proceed- 
ings based  on  a  criminal  charge  is  not  subject  to  arrest  in  con- 
tempt proceedings  to  enforce  compliance  with  a  prior  civil 
Judgment  against  him,  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity  to  re- 
turn to  the  state  from  which  he  was  extradited,  even  though 
he  was,  when  he  absconded,  a  resident  of  this  state  and  had  not 
since  acquired  a  residence  elsewhere,  and  the  court  in  which 
said  judgment  was  rendered  had,  before  his  departure,  obtained 
jurisdiction  both  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  action  and  of  his 
person. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Manitowoc 
county:  Michael  Kibwan,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  discharging  an  attachment 
for  contempt  of  court. 

For  ii\e  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Nash  £  Nash,  and 
oral  ailment  by  E.  G.  Nash.     They  cited,  among  other  au- 
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thorities,  Matthews  v.  Puffer,  10  Fed.  606 ;  Saveland  v.  Con- 
nors, 121  Wis.  28,  98  N.  W.  933 ;  Bonahan  v.  Nebraska,  125 
U.  S.  692,  8  Sup.  Ct  1390;  Allen  v.  Georgia,  166  U.  S.  138, 
17  Sup.  Ct.  526;  Wartman  v.  Wartman,  Fed.  Cas.  No. 
17,210. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  J.  8.  Anderson, 
attorney,  and  A.  L*  Hougen,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Hougen.  They  cited,  besides  other  cases,  Anderson 
V.  Bountree,  1  Pin.  115;  sees.  2965,  2966,  Stats.  (1898); 
In  re  Blair,  4  Wis.  522. 

Timlin,  J.  Upon  affidavit  showing  that  in  an  equitable 
action  against  a  trustee  for  an  accounting  judgment  was  on 
July  18,  1907,  given  and  rendered  against  the  defendant, 
Prescott  Boynton,  and  in  favor  of  the  relator,  and  that  the 
defendant,  after  the  cause  was  tried  and  while  it  was  pend- 
ing imder  consideration  by  the  circuit  court,  fled  from  the 
state  of  Wisconsin,  taking  with  him  the  trust  property  for 
the  purpose  of  defeating,  impairing,  and  prejudicing  the 
rights  and  remedies  of  the  relator,  had  been  thereafter  served 
with  a  true  copy  of  said  judgment,  and  had  failed  to  comply 
with  its  commands,  a  writ  of  attachment  for  contempt  was 
issued  returnable  before  the  court  on  January  12,  1909.  At- 
tached to  this  affidavit  and  made  part  thereof  was  a  copy  of 
the  judgment,  which  decreed  that  the  defendant  within  thirty 
days  after  the  service  upon  him  or  upon  his  attorney  of  writ- 
ten notice  of  the  entry  of  judgment  deposit  with  the  clerk  of 
said  circuit  court  certain  bonds  of  the  United  States  and  a 
certain  amount  of  money,  or  in  lieu  of  said  bonds  the  sum 
of  $10,000  with  the  money  mentioned,  and  that  in  case  of 
his  failure  to  make  said  deposit  the  relator  might  have  exe- 
cution against  the  property  of  the  defendant  in  the  sum  of 
$12,133.80  and  the  costs  of  the  action.  The  defendant  was 
arrested  and  held  to  bail  to  answer  for  his  appearance  on  this 
charge  of  contempt  of  court,  and  thereafter  the  defendant 
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moved  to  vacate  the  writ  of  attachment  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  brought  into  the  state  of  Wisconsin  from  the  state  of 
Tennessee  by  extradition  proceedings  based  on  a  criminal 
complaint  and  warrant  issued  out  of  the  municipal  court  of 
Manitowoc  county  on  a  charge  of  embezzlement  of  this  same 
property.  The  defendant  was  arrested  on  the  attachment  for 
contempt  in  the  presence  of  the  municipal  court  and  imme- 
diately upon  his  release  on  bail  and  without  opportimity  for 
him  to  return  to  the  state  from  which  ho  was  extradited. 
The  circuit  court,  upon  the  authority  of  Moletor  v.  Sinnen,. 
76  Wis.  308,  44  K  W.  1099,  and  on  this  showing,  discharged 
the  attachment. 

The  relator  appeals  to  this  court  and  seeks  to  distinguish 
the  case  from  Moletor  v.  Sinnen,  supra,  on  the  ground  that 
the  defendant  here  was  at  the  time  he  absconded  a  resident 
of  Wisconsin  and  had  not  since  acquired  a  residence  else- 
where, and  that  the  circuit  court  had,  prior  to  his  departure 
from  Wisconsin,  obtained  in  the  equity  suit  jurisdiction  of 
the  subject  matter  and  of  the  person  of  defendant,  and  that 
the  defendant  was  guilty  of  the  crime  of  embezzlement  as 
well  as  of  contempt  of  court.  But  the  case  cited  was  decided 
upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  defendant  was  guilty  and  that 
he  had  withdrawn  himself  from  the  state  to  avoid  prosecu- 
tion, and  was  a  fugitive  from  justice  in  the  legal  sense  of  that 
term.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  substantial  distinction 
as  regards  immunity  from  arrest  on  civil  process  between  that 
rase  and  the  instant  case.  The  attachment  in  the  instant 
case  was  issued  to  enforce  a  civil  or  private  right  of  the  re- 
lator, as  appears  from  the  facts  above  detailed.  Sec.  3477, 
Stats.  (1898)  ;  sec.  2565,  Id. 

Other  matters  relating  to  the  form  of  judgment  and  re- 
ferring to  sees.  2965  and  2966,  Stats.  (1898),  are  urged  in 
support  of  the  decision  of  the  circuit  court,  but  we  do  not 
find  it  necessary  to  pass  upon  them. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 
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Will  of  Psasseb. 

May  U — June  3,  1909, 

Wills:  Construction:  Nature  of  estate  created:  Vested  or  contingent? 
Intermediate  trust  estate:  Legal  estates:  Seisin:  Dower, 

1.  In  determining  the  nature  of  an  estate  created  by  will  the  will 

itself  is  to  be  first  construed  to  ascertain  the  testator's  inten- 
tion, and  afterwards  the  statute  is  to  be  consulted  to  ascertain 
how  far  the  estate  intended  is  affected  thereby. 

2.  In  the  construction  of  a  will  the  law  leans,  in  doubtful  cases,  in 

favor  of  an  absolute  rather  than  a  defeasible  estate,  and  of  a 
vested  rather  than  a  contingent  interest. 

3.  While  the  general  rule  is  that  a  gift  will  be  deemed  contingent 

when  it  is  found  only  in  a  direction  to  divide  at  a  future  time, 
this  is  subordinate  to  the  primary  rule  that  the  intent,  to  be 
collected  from  the  whole  will,  must  prevail. 

4.  A  will  gave  the  use  of  all  testator's  property  to  his  widow  during 

her  life,  and  provided  that  after  her  death  the  property  should 
be  held  in  trust  for  ten  years,  the  net  income  during  that  time 
to  be  divided  equally  among  his  children.  It  then  provided  that 
after  the  expiration  of  said  ten  years  "all  my  estate  and  prop- 
erty then  remaining  in  the  hands  of  my  said  trustees  I  hereby 
give,  devise,  and  bequeath  unto  all  my  children  in  equal  parts, 
share  and  share  alike."  Held,  that  the  interests  of  the  children 
became  vested  at  the  time  of  testator's  death,  subject  only  to 
the  life  estate  of  the  widow  and  the  ten-year  trust 

5.  By  "seisin"  as  the  term  is  used  in  sec.  2159.  Stats.   (1898),  re- 

lating to  dower,  is  meant  a  fixed  vested  right  of  enjoyment  of 
the  estate,  either  immediately  or  at  the  termination  of  an  in- 
termed  late  estate. 

6.  Sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898),  gives  dower  out  of  legal  estates  only,  as 

was  the  case  at  common  law. 

7.  Under  sees.  20S6,  2087,  Stats.   (1898).  when  a  trust  in  lands  is 

created  and  the  lands  at  the  same  time  granted  or  devised  sub- 
ject to  the  execution  of  the  trust,  the  trustee  takes  only  such 
interest  as  the  purposes  of  the  trust  require,  and  the  grantee 
takes  the  entire  title  as  against  the  world  in  general,  and  as 
against  the  trustee  he  takes  the  beneficial  equitable  interest 
subject  only  to  the  execution  of  the  trust  according  to  its  terms. 

8.  A  devisee  who,  under  the  will,  took  a  vested  remainder  in  fee 

in  land  of  the  testator,  subject  only  to  a  life  estate  and  to  a 
subsequent  trust  limited  to  ten  years,  and  who  died  after  the 
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life  estate  had  ended,  was  during  his  life  ''seised  of  an  estate 
of  iRheritance"  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898), 
and  such  estate  being  a  legal  estate  as  against  all  persons 
except  the  trustees,  whose  term  was  for  years  only,  hla  widow 
was  entitled  to  dower. 


Appeals  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mil- 
waukee county:  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.  Modified 
and  affirmed. 

George  I.  Prasser  died. May  5,  1902,  leaving  a  will,  which 
was  afterwards  duly  probated,  and  by  which  he  gave  the  use 
of  all  his  property  to  his  wife  during  her  life,  and  provided 
that  after  her  death  his  executors  should  hold  the  entire  es- 
tate in  trust  for  ten  years,  using  so  much  of  the  income  as 
might  be  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the  property, 
keeping  the  real  estate  in  good  repair,  paying  all  taxes 
thereon,  and  rebuilding  any  buildings  that  might  be  destroyed 
by  fire,  and  dividing  the  net  balance  of  the  income  "be- 
tween my  children,  share  and  share  alike.'^  Then  follows 
this  provision: 

"After  the  expiration  of  ten  years  after  the  death  of  my 
said  wife,  all  my  estate  and  property  then  remaining  in  the 
hands  of  my  sai4  trustees  I  hereby  give,  devise,  and  bequeath 
unto  all  my  children  in  equal  parts,  share  and  share  alike." 

Prasser  left  real  estate  of  the  value  of  $50,000  and  per- 
sonal property  of  the  value  of  $15,000.  lie  was  survived 
by  a  widow  and  seven  children.  The  widow,  Amalia  Pras- 
ser, died  September  9,  1902.  Theodore  Prasser,  one  of  the 
children,  died  August  28,  1906,  leaving  a  widow,  Helen 
Prasser,  and  one  minor  child,  Clarence  Prasser.  Amalia 
Seidentopff,  a  married  daughter,  died  August  2,  1906,  leav- 
ing her  husband  as  her  sole  heir.  The  remaining  five  chil- 
dren are  still  alive.  This  proceeding  was  brought  in  the 
county  court  of  Milwaukee  county  to  construe  the  will.  The 
county  court  held  that  upon  the  death  of  the  testator  the 
seven  children  took  equal  vested  interests  in  the  estate,  sub- 
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ject  to  the  life  estate  of  the  widow  and  the  ten-year  trust  es- 
tate; that  in  case  of  the  death  of  any  child  during  the  ten- 
year  trust  term  his  vested  interest  in  real  property  would 
pass  to  his  heirs  and  in  personal  property  to  his  personal  rep- 
resentatives respectively.  Helen  Prasser  was  denied  any 
dower  in  the  interest  of  Theodore  Prasser.  Upon  appeal  the 
circuit  court  confirmed  this  judgment,  and  the  executors  and 
trustees  appeal.  Helen  Prasser  also  appeals  from  that  part 
of  the  judgment  denying  her  dower. 

Por  the  appellants  the  executors  and  trustees  th«  cause 
was  submitted  on  the  brief  of  Julius  E,  Roehr. 

For  the  appellant  Helen  Prasser  the  cause  was  submitted 
on  the  brief  of  Harper  &  McMynn,  . 

For  the  respondent  Clarence  Prasser  there  was  a  brief  by 
Oscar  M.  Fritz,  guardian  ad  litem,  and  Kronshage,  McOov- 
em,  Ooff,  Fritz  &  Hannan,  of  coimsel;  for  the  respondent 
Fidelity  Trust  Company,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Theo- 
<lore  H.  Prasser,  deceased,  and  for  the  respondent  Helen 
Prasser,  there  was  a  brief  by  Harper  &  McMynn;  for  the 
respondent  Ernst  Seidentopff,  sole  heir  of  the  estate  of  Ama- 
lia  Seidentopff  {nee  Prasser),  and  as  administrator  of  her 
estate,  there  was  a  brief  by  Burke,  Alexander  &  BurJce;  for 
the  respondent  Prudential  Investment  Company  there  was 
a  brief  by  0.  D.  Ooff;  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by 
Mr.  Ooff. 

WiTr8ix>w,  0.  J.  The  question  upon  the  appeal  of  the  exec- 
utors and  trustees  is  whether  the  estate  vested  in  the  children 
living  at  the  time  of  the  testator's  death,  or  whether  there 
wiU  be  no  vesting  of  the  estate  until  the  end  of  the  trust  pe- 
riod, and  then  only  in  the  children  who  shall  then  survive. 

In  determining  the  nature  of  an  estate  created  by  will,  the 
will  itself  is  to  be  first  consulted  and  afterwards  the  statute. 
The  operations  should  not  be  reversed.  The  will  is  to  be  first 
coDLStrued  because  the  first  and  controlling  question  is,  What 
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sort  of  an  estate  did  the  testator  intend  to  carve  out?  and 
this  can  only  be  determined  by  construction  of  the  will. 
After  the  testator's  intention  has  thus  been  determined,  the 
statute  is  to  be  consulted  in  order  to  ascertain  how  far  the  es- 
tate intended  to  be  created  by  the  testator  is  affected,  limited, 
or  inhibited  by  the  law.  It  was  said  in  Smith  v.  Smith,  116 
Wis.  670,  93  N.  W.  452,  that : 

"The  primary  canon  in  the  construction  of  wills  is  that 
the  intent  is  to  be  gathered  from  the  whole  will,  rather  than 
from  the  phraseology  of  any  particular  isolated  clause.  It  is 
also  well  established  that  in  doubtful  cases  the  law  leans  in 
favor  of  an  absolute,  rather  than  a  defeasible,  estate,  and  of 
a  vested,  rather  than  a  contingent,  interest,  and  that,  while 
the  general  rule  is  that  a  gift  will  be  deemed  contingent  when 
it  is  found  only  in  a  direction  to  divide  at  a  future  time,  this 
is  subordinate  to  the  primary  rule  that  the  intent,  to  be  col- 
lected from  the  whole  will,  must  prevail." 

It  was  further  said  in  the  case  of  Ohse  v.  MiUer,  137  Wis. 
474,  119  N.  W.  93: 

"The  gift  will  be  held  to  vest,  if  such  appears  to  have  been 
the  testator's  ilitention,  even  though  it  be  expressed  in  a  mere 
direction  to  pay.  .  .  .  The  real  inquiry  is  whether  the  ele- 
ment of  time  is  annexed  to  the  gift  itself  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent, GT  merely  to  the  payment  of  it." 

These  principles  are  well  settled,  nor  are  they  in  any  re- 
spect doubted,  but  rather  recognized,  in  the  case  of  In  re 
Moran's  Will,  118  Wis.  177,  96  K  W.  367,  which  is  much  re- 
lied on  by  appellants.  Applying  them  to  the  present  case,  we 
have  no  difficulty  in  concluding  that  the  testator  intended  the 
interests  of  his  children  to  vest  at  the  time  of  his  death,  sub- 
ject only  to  the  life  estate  of  the  widow  and  the  ten-year  trust. 
The  words  6t  the  devise  are  words  of  a  present  grant,  not  of 
mere  direction  for  division  at  a  future  date.  The  net  annual 
income  is  to  be  divided  among  the  children  during  the  entire 
period  of  the  trust,  showing  the  intention  that  the  beneficial 
enjoyment  should  begin  as  soon  as  the  life  estate  should  be 
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concluded,  and  the  devise  is  "unto  all  my  children."  These 
features  are  all  indicative  of  an  intention  to  vest  a  present  in- 
terest in  each  child  at  his  death,  rather  than  to  suspend  the 
vesting  until  the  end  of  the  trust  period. 

Passing  to  the  question  of  Helen  Prassers  right  to  dower^ 
it  is  to  be  remembered  that  at  the  time  of  her  husband's  death 
the  life  estate  had  ended,  and  only  the  existence  of  the  ten- 
year  trust  prevented  the  husband  from  entering  into  the  ac- 
tual possession  of  his  interest,  which,  as  we  have  seen,  was  al- 
ready vested.  Our  statute  gives  a  widow  dower  in  all  landa 
of  which  her  husband  was  "seised  of  an  estate  of  inheritance" 
at  any  time  during  coverture.  By  "seisin"  is  meant  a  fixed 
vested  right  of  enjoyment  of  the  estate  either  immediately  or 
at  the  termination  of  an  intermediate  estate.  1  Washb.  Eeal 
Prop.  (6th  ed.)  §  116.  At  common  law  there  was  no  dower 
ri^ht  in  a  reversion  or  remainder  after  a  freehold  estate,  un- 
less the  freehold  estate  terminated  during  the  life  of  the  hus- 
band ;,  but  there  was  dower  in  a  reversion  or  remainder  after 
an  estate  for  years.  1  Washb.  Eeal  Prop.  (6th  ed.)  §  365. 
At  common  law,  also,  there  was  no  dower  in  an  equitable  es- 
tate. The  husband  must  have  had  legal  title.  Id.  §  374. 
In  England  and  in  many  of  the  United  States  this  latter  rule 
has  been  changed  by  statute,  and  dower  given  out  of  equitable 
estates.  Id.  §  375.  Our  statute,  however,  says  nothing  of 
equitable  estates,  and  doubtless  is  to  be  regarded  as  simply 
giving  dower  out  of  legal  estates,  as  was  the  case  at  common 
law.  Sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898)  ;  1  Scribner,  Dower  (2d  ed.) 
ch.  19,  §  20  et  seq.,  p.  400. 

In  the  present  case  the  husband's  interest  had  vested  at  the 
testator's  death,  the  life  estate  of  the  widow  of  the  testator 
had  ended  during  the  husband's  life,  and  the  trust,  limited  to 
the  term  of  ten  years,  alone  intervened  before  the  husband's 
right  of  possession  would  become  perfect.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, was  the  husband  during  his  life  seised  of  an  es- 
tate of  inheritance?     Sec.  2086,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that 
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in  case  of  a  valid  express  trust  the  whole  estate  shall  vest  in 

the  trustees  "except  as  herein  otherwise  provid-ed,"  and  that 

the  cestui  que  trust  shall  take  no  interest  in  the  land,  but  may 

enforce  the  trust.     Sec.  2087  provides,  however,  that : 

"The  preceding  section  shall  not  prevent  any  person  creat- 
ing a  trust  from  declaring  to  whom  the  lands  to  which  the 
trust  relates  shall  belong  in  the  event  of  the  failure  or  deter- 
mination of  the  trust,  nor  shall  it  prevent  him  from  granting 
or  devising  such  lands  subject  to  the  execution  of  the  trust ; 
and  every  such  grantee  shall  have  a  legal  estate  in  the  lands 
as  against  all  persons  except  the  trustees  and  those  lawfully 
claiming  under  them." 

From  the  two  sections  taken  together  it  must  result  that 
when  a  trust  in  lands  is  created,  and  the  lands  at  the  same 
time  granted  or  devised  subject  to  the  execution  of  the  trust, 
the  trustee  takes  only  such  interest  as  the  purposes  of  the  trust 
require,  or,  as  frequently  expressed,  only  such  interest  as  is 
necessary  to  feed  the  trust,  and  the  grantee  takes  the  entire 
title  as  against  the  world  in  general,  and  as  against  the  trus- 
tee he  takes  the  beneficial  equitable  interest,  subject  only  to 
the  execution  of  the  trust  according  to  its  terms.  Baker  v. 
Estate  of  McLeod,  79  Wis.  534,  48  K  W.  657.  Such  was 
Theodore  Prasser's  interest  here.  It  was  vested,  subject  only 
to  the  execution  of  the  trust,  and  was  a  "legal  estate"  as 
against  all  persons  except  the  trustees,  whose  term  was  for 
years  only.  Why  should  not  his  widow  have  dower  in  this 
legal  estate  t  We- have  discovered  ho  good  reason  for  a  nega- 
tive answer  to  this  question,  and  hence  conclude  that  she 
ahoTild  have  been  awarded  dower  in  her  husband's  vested  in- 
terest in  the  real  property  of  the  estate.  So  long  as  the  trust 
exists,  this  means,  of  course,  only  a  one-third  interest  in  the 
net  annual  rents  of  the  real  estate  after  the  purposes  of  the 
tmst  have  been  fully  performed. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  modified  so  as  to  provide  that 
the  trustees  shall  pay  to  Helen  Prasser  annually  one  third  of 
the  net  rents,  profits,  and  income  derived  from  Theodore 

Vol.  140—7 


98  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.    [June 

Weirich  v.  State,  140  Wis.  98. 

Prasser's  one-seventh  interest  in  the  real  property  of  the  es- 
tate, and  the  balance  to  the  general  guardian  of  Clarence 
Prasser,  and,  as  so  modified,  the  judgment  is  affirmed  on  both 
appeals :  one  bill  of  costs  to  be  taxed  by  respondents  and  paid 
out  of  the  estate. 


Wbibioh,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  Iff — June  S,  1909, 

Construction  of  penal  statutes:  "Public  highways ^^  ToU  roads:  Aicto- 

moHles:  Speed. 

1.  A  penal  statute  is  open  to  construction  when  there  is  reason- 

able uncertainty  as  to  its  meaning. 

2.  In  case  of  there  being  two  or  more  equally  reasonable  meanings 

of  a  penal  statute,  that  one  ts  to  be  regarded  as  expressing  the 
legislative  will  which  is  the  least  severe  as  regards  previous 
conditions. 

3.  The  rule  of  strict  construction  of  a  penal  law  is  subordinate  to 

the  rule  of  reasonable,  sensible  construction,  having  in  view 
effectuation  of  the  legislative  purpose. 

4.  The  term   "public  highway,"  in  the  broad  ordinary  sense.  In- 

cludes every  common  way  for  travel  by  persons  on  foot  or 
with  vehicles  rightfully  used  on  highways,  which  the  public 
have  the  right  to  use  either  conditionally  or  unconditionally. 

5.  The  term  "public  highway"  in  a  limited  sense  means  a  way  for 

general  travel,  which  is  wholly  public. 

6.  In  the  general  sense  the  term  "public  highways"  Includes  toll 

roads;  in  its  limited  sense  it  does  not. 

7.  The  term  "public  highway"  in  a  general  law  should  be  regarded 

as  having  been  used  by  the  legislature  in  its  general  sense 
unless  there  is  some  efficient  reason  for  believing  it  was  used 
in  the  limited  sense. 

8.  A  general  law,  regulating  the  operating  of  automobiles  upon 

public  highways  In  the  interest  of  public  safety,  rather  sug- 
gests use  of  the  term  "public  highway"  in  the  general  than 
the  particular  sense,  since  the  danger  of  personal  Injury  is 
quite  as  great  and  immunity  therefrom  is  quite  as  Important 
as  to  travelers  on  the  one  as  the  other. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 
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Eb&or  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  municipal  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county :  A.  C.  Bbazee,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Writ  of  error  to  the  mimicipal  court  of  Milwaukee  county 
to  review  a  conviction  for  violation  of  sec.  3,  ch.  305,  Laws 
of  1905. 

The  law  claimed  to  have  been  violated  made  operating  an 
automobile  upon  any  "public  highway"  within  the  corporate 
limits  of  any  city  or  village,  at  a  speed  exceeding  twelve  miles 
per  hour,  an  offense  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  $10 
and  not  more  than  $25.  The  cause,  by  consent,  was  tried 
without  a  jury.  The  proof  showed  the  accused  to  have  vio- 
lated the  statute,  if  Whitefish  Bay  Road — a  toll  road  located 
within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  village  of  East  Milwaukee 
and  owned ^  and  operated  by  a  private  corporation  under 
ch.  350,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1869 — is  a  public  highway  within 
the  meaning  of  sec.  3,  ch.  305,  Laws  of  1905.  The  trial  court 
held  in  the  affirmative  on  that  proposition  and  rendered  the 
judgment  in  question  accordingly. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan,  Ogden 
<£-  Bottum,  and  oral  argument  by  L.  M.  Ogden, 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  A.  C.  Backus,  district  attorney,  and  Norman  L. 
Baker,  assistant,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Baker. 

ALlbshall,  J.  The  following  is  the  statute  under  con- 
sideration : 

"No  person  or  persons  shall  use,  operate,  ride  or  drive  any 
automobile  or  other  similar  motor  vehicle  along  or  upon  any 
p\iblic  highway  of  this  state  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
any  city  or  village  at  a  speed  exceeding  twelve  miles  per  hour. 
.  .  ."  "Any  person  who  shall  violate  the  provisions  of,"  etc., 
*'shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  ten  dollars  and 
not  more  than  twenty-five  dollars.  .  .  ."  Sees.  3,  8,  ch.  305, 
Laws  of  1905. 

It  may  well  be  conceded,  as  claimed  by  counsel  for  plaint- 
iff in  error,  that  where  the  meaning  of  a  penal  law  is  obscure 
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80  the  legislative  purpose  is  discoverable  only  by  aid  of  rules 
for  judicial  construction,  and  there  are  two  or  more  meanings 
which  are  equally  within  the  scope  of  the  language,  that  one 
least  severe  is  to  be  regarded  as  the  one  intended,  unless  it 
appears,  satisfactorily,  in  the  light  of  all  legitimate  aids  in 
the  matter,  that  some  other  of  such  meanings  was  intended. 
In  other  words,  strict  construction  in  favor  of  the  person 
sought  to  be  penalized  should  prevail.  That  is  too  elemen- 
tary to  need  to  be  more  than  stated. 

It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  a  penal  statute  is,  neces- 
sarily, to  be  strictly  construed  so  as  to  minimize  its  otherwise 
severity,  as  might  be  thought  by  the  often  unguarded  state- 
ments of  the  rule, — ^because  a  statute  does  not  always  neces- 
sarily have  to  be  construed  at  all.  As  has  often  been  said, 
judicial  construction  is  only  invokable  to  solve  uncertainties. 
So  where,  there  is  no  ambiguity  there  cannot,  legitimately,  be 
judicial  construction.  Rice  v.  Ashland  Co.  108  Wis.  189, 
192,  84  K  W.  189;  Rossmiller  v.  State,  114  Wis.  169,  178, 
89  N.  W.  839.  Vattel's  rule  in  this  regard,  by  reason  of  its 
universal  approval,  has  the  force  of  written  law: 

"It  is  not  allowable  to  interpret  what  has  no  need  of  inter- 
pretation. Where  the  meaning  of  a  law  is  evident,  to  go  else- 
.where  in  search  of  conjecture  in  order  to  restrict  or  extend  the 
act,  would  be  an  attempt  to  elude  it,  a  method  which  if  once 
admitted,  would  be  exceedingly  dangerous,  for  there  would  be 
no  law,  however  definite  and  precise  in  its  language,  which 
might  not  by  interpretation  be  rendered  useless." 

It  is  also  a  mistake  to  suppose,  in  case  of  a  penal  statute 
being  ambiguous,  that  the  one  of  two  meanings  which  are 
within  the  scope  of  the  language  used  that  will  render  it  the 
least  severe  is  to  be  regarded  as  embodying  the  legislative  idea. 
As  before  indicated,  given  an  ambiguous  law,  and  uncertainty 
as  to  which  of  two  or  more  meanings  reasonably  within  the 
scope  of  the  language  thereof,  from  the  point  of  view  from 
which  observation  should  be  taken,  was  intended,  then  and 
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then  only  does  the  elementary  rule  bs  to  strict  construction 
come  into  play  as  an  instrumentality  for  solving  the  diffiiculty. 
Miller  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  133  Wis.  183,  113  N.  W.  384. 

The  foregoing  stated  principles  were  expressed  in  Miller  v, 
C,  £  N.  W.  jB.  Co.,  supra,  referred  to  in  the  attorney  general's 
brief,  thus :  "The  idea  of  strict  construction  does  not  suggest 
attributing  an  unreasonable  meaning." 

As  a  companion  rule  to  that  as  to  strict  construction  of  a 
penal  law,  we  have  the  one  that  such  a  law  as  well  as  any  other 
is  to  have  a  reasonable,  sensible  construction,  so  as  to  effect, 
so  far  as  practicable,  the  legislative  purpose  (Miller  v.  C.  & 
N,  W.  R.  Co.,  supra),  and  the  further  very  general  rule  that 
in  construing  an  enactment  observation  thereof  should  be 
taken  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  mischiefs  to  be  prevented, 
of  the  whole  of  the  enactment  and  every  part  thereof,  the  sub- 
ject  matter,  the  effect  and  consequences,  and  the  reason  and 
spirit  (Ogden  v.  Olidden,  9  Wis.  46 ;  Harrington  v.  Smith, 
28  Wis.  43 ;  HaHford  v.  N.  P.  R.  Co.  91  Wis.  374,  64  N.  W. 
1033 ;  Wis.  Ind.  School  v.  Clarh  Co.  103  Wis.  651,  79  N.  W. 
422). 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  the  case  in  hand  there  is  no  seri- 
ous difficulty  in  reaching  a  satisfactory  result.  The  term 
"public  highway,"  in  its  broad  popular  sense,  includes  toll 
roads — any  road  which  the  public  have  a  right  to  use  even 
conditionally,  though  in  a  strict  legal  sense  it  is  restricted  to 
roads  which  are  wholly  public.  Elliott,  Roads  &  Streets  (2d 
ed.)  §  8;  Mills's  Thompson,  Highways  (4th  ed.)  7;  Neff  v. 
Reed,  98  Ind.  341 ;  Rogers  v.  Bradshaw,  20  Johns.  735,  742 ; 
Pittsburgh,  M.  &  Y.  R.  Co.  v.  Comm,  ex  rel.  Att'y  Gen.  104 
Pa.  St.  583,  686 ;  Northern  Cent.  R.  Co.  v.  Comm.  90  Pa.  St. 
300,  302 ;  Fox  v.  Union  T.  Co.  59  App.  Div.  363,  69  N.  Y. 
Supp.  551 ;  Dodge  Co.  Comm'rs  v.  Chandler,  96  U.  S.  205, 
208;  Bonaparte  v.  C.  &  A.  R.  Co.  3  Fed.  Cas.  821,  829; 
Craig  v.  People  ex  rel.  Nevill,  47  HI.  487,  493 ;  Comm.  v. 
Wilkinson,  33  Mass.  175 ;  Murray  v.  Berkshire  Co.  Comm'rs, 
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53  Mass.  455,  458;  Pickard  v.  Howe,  53  Mass.  198,  208; 
State  V.  Maine,  27  Conn.  641. 

In  the  numerous  eases  cited  we  find  very  many  laws  treated 
where  it  was  held  that  a  toll  road  is  included  in  the  term 
"public  highway."  In  Neff  v.  Reed,  supra,  it  was  held  that 
such  a  term  in  the  drainage  law  of  Indiana  includes  a  toll 
road.  In  Craig  v.  People  it  was  said  that,  in  the  general 
sense,  toll  roads  are  public  highways  notwithstanding  they  are 
subject  to  the  toll  burden.  The  public  has  the  same  right  to 
use  them,  subject  to  the  toll  exaction,  for  general  travel  as  or- 
dinary highways.  In  Dodge  Co.  Contra  rs  v.  Chandler,  su- 
pra, the  federal  supreme  court  held  that  a  toll  road  is  a  pub- 
lic highway  because  the  public  have  a  right  to  use  it  and  that 
the  charge  of  a  toll  in  no  way  affects  its  character  as  a  public 
highway.  In  Comm.  v.  Wilkinson,  supra,  an  indictment  for 
encroaching  upon  a  public  highway,  which  was  a  toll  road, 
was  sustained.  In  State  v.  Maine,  supra,  the  nature  of  the 
action  and  the  result  was  the  same  as  in  the  preceding  cited 
case,  the  court  saying: 

"A  road  constructed  and  supported  by  a  turnpike  corpora- 
tion differs  in  no  essential  characteristic  from  a  common  high- 
way, established  and  supported  by  a  towTi,  a  borough,  or  a 
city.  Their  origin  and  objects  are  identical.  Both  emanate 
from  the  same  supreme  power,  acting  through  the  legislature, 
the  courts,  or  other  depositaries  of  authority  designated  by 
the  laws.  Both  are  called  into  existence,  and  supported,  to 
subserve,  in  exactly  the  same  way,  the  public  necessities  and 
convenience,  and  both  alike  are  intended  to  endure  for  an  in- 
definite period  .  .  ." — citing  Massachusetts  cases  above  re- 
ferred to  holding  that  a  toll  road  is  a  public  highway. 

Now  is  there  any  reason  for  holding  that  the  term  "public 
highway"  was  not  used  in  the  law  in  question  in  its  broad 
general  sense  ?  It  is  suggested  that  an  intent  to  use  the 
words  in  a  limited  sense  is  inferable  from  the  modifying  word 
"public"  in  view  of  the  fact  that  toll  roads  are  differentiated 
from  ordinary  public  ways  in  sec.  1895,  Stats.  (1898),  by 


3]  JANUARY  TERM,  1909.  103 

Weirich  v.  State,  140  Wis.  98. 

its  providing  that  upon  the  abandonment  of  a  toll  road  by  the 
owner  it  shall  be  deemed  a  public  highway^  and  in  sec.  1311a^ 
Stats.  (1898),  providing  for  the  acquirement  by  the  public  of 
toll  roads  for  the  purpose  of  making  them  public  highways. 
It  does  not  seem  so.  On  the  other  hand,  in  view  of  the  well- 
known  need  for  regulation  of  the  operations  of  the  dangerous 
modem  road  machine,  the  word  "public"  seems  quite  as 
likelv  to  have  been  used  to  broaden  as  to  restrict  the  word 
'^highway,"  so  as  to  include  all  ways  used  by  public  right  for 
public  travel. 

The  manifest  purpose  of  the  law  was  to  protect  travelers 
upon  public  ways  from  being  subjected  to  the  peril  created 
by  unduly  speeding  automobiles  thereon.  It  is  just  as  im- 
portant to  afford  such  protection  on  toll  roads  as  on  ordinary 
public  highways.     There  is  no  difference  whatever. 

Therefore,  while  recognizing  that  in  some  cases,  by  appli- 
cation of  the  rule  of  strict  construction,  the  term  "public 
highway"  has  been  held  to  rather  exclude  than  include  toll 
roads,  each  case  went  upon  its  own  particular  circumstances 
and  in  some  instances  not  very  satisfactory  reasoning.  Few, 
if  any,  of  the  multitude  of  judicial  authorities  extant  hold 
that  (he  general  meaning  of  public  highways  does  not  include 
toll  roads.  We  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  in  passing 
the  law  in  question  the  legislature,  very  clearly,  contemplated 
furnishing  a  remedy,  by  way  of  prevention  and  punishment, 
for  speeding  with  automobiles  upon  any  public  thoroughfare, 
where  such  speeding,  if  allowed,  might  imperil  the  personal 
safety  of  travelers, — that  the  term  "public  highway"  was 
used  in  a  sense  as  broad  ^s  the  mischief  to  be  guarded  against, 
which  was  just  as  significant  as  to  toll  roads  as  ordinary  high- 
ways. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  aflBrmed. 
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SpioK|  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

May  15--June  S,  1909. 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Jurors:  ConscientiouB  scruples:  Circum- 
stantua  evidence:  Instructions  to  jury:  Evidence:  Weight:  Com- 
petency: Questions  for  court  and  for  jury:  Harmless  errors: 
Homicide:  Motive:  Informer  as  to  other  offense  by  accused: 
Hearsay:  Impeachment  of  witness:  Rejection  of  his  testimony 
hy  jury:  Presumption  of  innocence:  Degrees  of  murder:  In- 
structions <u  to  importance  of  agreeing  on  verdict. 

1.  A  person  called  as  a  juror  who  discloses  on  the  voir  dire  con- 

scientious scruples  against  rendering  a  verdict  on  circumstan- 
tial evidence  alone,  may  properly  be  rejected  as  incompetent, 
with  or  without  objection  by  counsel. 

2.  While  it  would  be  well  to  specially  instnict  a  jury  on  the  sub- 

ject of  Circumstantial  evidence  where  the  truth  of  a  contro- 
versy is  to  be  discovered  partly  or  wholly  from  such  evidence, 
omission  to  do  so  is  not  fatal  error  unless  proper  instructions 
in  respect  thereto  are  presented  and  rejected. 

3.  The  rejection  of  evidence  offered  to  prove  that  a  person  other 

than  the  accused  committed  the  particular  homicide  In  ques- 
tion is  not  harmful  error,  where  it  is  manifest  from  the  whole 
evidence  that  such  person  was  in  no  way  connected  with  the 
offense,  in  that  he  was  not  in  the  vicinity  of  the  place  thereof 
at  the  time  of  the  occurrence. 

4.  Circumstantial  evidence  is  an  Instrumentality  in  the  adminis- 

tration of  justice  quite  as  legitimate  as  direct  evidence  for  the 
establishment  of  an  evidentiary  circumstance,  or  the  main  fact 
in  controversy  in  a  judicial  trial. 

6.  The  degree  of  certainty  respecting  the  existence  of  the  main 

fact  in  controversy  in  a  judicial  trial,  in  order  to  warrant  a 
finding  in  favor  of  the  party  affirming  such  existence,  is  the 
same  where  the  evidence  relied  upon  is  partly  or  wholly  cir- 
cumstantial as  where  it  is  direct. 
^.  The  weight  of  evidence  to  establish  an  evidentiary  circumstance, 
and  the  weight  of  such  circumstance  as  evidence  when  estab- 
lished, is  for  the  jury. 

7.  Whether  evidence  offered  tends  to  establish  an  evidentiary  cir- 

cumstance, or  such  circumstance  to  establish  the  main  fact  in 
controversy,  is  a  question  for  the  court.  The  decision  In  that 
regard,  being  in  the  field  of  mere  competency,  should  not  be 
disturbed  on  appeal  unless  manifestly  wrong,  the  matter  to  be 
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viewed  having  regard  to  the  superior  advantages  of  the  trial 
over  the  reviewing  court  for  determining  such  question. 

8.  In  case  the  evidence,  whether  wholly  circumstantial  or  not,  pro- 

duces a  conviction  to  a  moral  certainty — ^that  is,  beyond  a  rear 
sonable  doubt — in  the  minds  of  the  jury  of  the  existence  of 
the  ultimate  fact  in  controversy,  a  verdict  is  due  accordingly 
the  same  as  if  conviction  with  like  degree  of  certainty  were 
produced  by  direct  evidence. 

9.  It  Is  proper,  though  not  necessary,  in  instructing  a  jury  in  a 

criminal  case,  where  conviction  is  dependent  partly  or  wholly 
on  circumstantial  evidence,  to  use  this  language  or  something 
similar:  The  accused  is  entitled  to  an  acquittal  unless  the  evi- 
dence satisfied  the  jury  to  a  moral  certainty  of  the  existence 
of  all  the  material  circumstances;  that  they  are  consistent 
with  guilt  and  inconsistent  with  any  other  reasonable  hypoth- 
esis. 

10.  In  a  criminal  case  it  is  sufficient  to  instruct  the  jury  in  any  ap- 

propriate language,  as  to  the  degree  of  certainty  of  guilt  requi- 
site to  a  conviction,  to  the  effect  that:  In  order  to  warrant  a 
conviction  each  and  all  of  the  material  circumstances  and  the 
fact  of  guilt  should  be  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Jury  beyond  every  reasonable  doubt 

11.  Proof  of  motive  is  not  essential  to  a  conviction  in  a  prosecution 

of  a  person  upon  a  charge  of  his  having  committed  a  criminal 
offense,  but  circumstantially  It  is  of  more  or  less  weight  as 
to  the  material  fact  according  to  the  nature  of  the  situation; 
and  in  a  case  resting  wholly  upon  circumstantial  evidence  the 
presence  or  absence  of  motive  may  well  be  the  deciding  factor. 

12.  In  a  prosecution  for  a  criminal  homicide  dependent  upon  cir- 

cumstantial evidence,  as  bearing  on  the  question  of  motive  of 
the  accused  for  doing  the  deed  of  which  he  is  accused,  it  is 
competent  to  show  that  prior  to  the  homicide  the  deceased  re- 
ported that  the  accused  had,  to  his  knowledge,  committed  an- 
other offense.  In  the  absence  of  any  direct  evidence  that  the 
accused  knew  who  was  the  informant,  if,  from  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  reasonably  inferable  that  he  did  know  In  fact, 
or  had  good  reason  to  believe  and  did  believe,  the  deceased  to 
be  his  accuser;  consideration  of  such  evidence  to  be  dependent 
upon  belief  of  the  Jury  that  the  defendant  did,  in  fact,  know 
or  believe  before  the  homicide  that  the  deceased  was  the  in- 
former. 

13.  In  case  a  decision  by  a  trial  court  on  the  question  of  competency 

when  made  was  wrong,  but  is  right  viewed  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  whole  evidence  at  the  close  of  the  trial,  the  error 
is  harmless. 
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14.  A  Jury  may  be  instructed  that  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 

state  tends  to  establish  its  claim  and  that  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  the  contrary,  it  being  made  plain  that  the  real  right 
of  the  matter  is  wholly  for  them  to  determine  from  all  the 
evidence  produced. 

15.  A  witness  may  be  impeached  by  proving  by  the  evidence  of  other 

witnesses  that  his  evidence  Is  false;  also  by  proving  he  has 
made  statements  out  of  court  inconsistent  with  those  made 
under  oath  in  court.  But  a  Jury  should  not  be  instructed  that 
If  they  believe  from  all  the  evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any 
witness  is  false  they  may  reject  it,  as  if  they  had  discretion 
whether  to  reject  or  not  reject  such  evidence,  nor  be  instructed 
that  whether  to  reject  such  evidence  or  not  is  conditioned  upoa 
whether  the  same  is  corroborated  by  other  credible  evidence. 

16.  Belief  upon  the  whole  evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any  wit- 

ness is  false  precludes  the  existence  of  its  being  corroborated 
by  any  credible  evidence  so  as  to  be  entitled  to  be  believed. 
Any  suggestion  to  the  contrary  involves  absurdity  and  is  to 
be  avoided  because  of  danger  of  the  subject  being  confused 
with  the  rule  of  falsiis  in  uno,  falsiis  in  omnibus, 
.  17.  If  the  Jury  believe  that  any  witness  has  wilfully  testified  falsely 
respecting  any  material  matter,  they  may,  If  they  see  fit,  but 
are  not  bound  to,  reject  all  of  such  witness's  evidence  on  that 
ground  alone,  where  not  corroborated  by  some  other  credible 
evidence. 

18.  A  person  on  trial,  charged  with  having  committed  a  criminal 

offense,  is  presumed  to  be  innocent;  and  such  presumption  en- 
titles him  to  an  acquittal  till  overcome  by  evidence  establishing 
his  guilt  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Jury  beyond  a  reasonable 
doubt. 

19.  In  case  of  a  criminal  homicide  manifestly  committed  by  an  act 

imminently  dangerous  to  human  life,  and  indicative  of  de- 
pravity of  mind  and  disregard  of  human  life,  so  characterized 
as  to  show  the  grade  of  the  offense  to  be  murder  in  the  first 
or  second  degree,  any  circumstance  sufficient,  reasonably,  to 
at  least  cause  reasonable  doubt  as  to  whether  the  act  was  pur- 
suant to  a  formed  design  to  take  human  life,  warrants  finding 
a  verdict  of  guilty  of  murder  in  the  second  degree. 

20.  In  case  of  belief  from  the  evidence  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt 

that  the  accused  is  guilty  of  the  offense  of  criminal  homicide 
In  either  the  first  or  second  degree,  but  there  is  reasonable 
uncertainty  between  the  two  degrees,  though  belief  of  guilt 
of  the  offense  at  least  in  the  second  degree,  a  verdict  of  guilty 
In  such  degree  is  proper. 

21.  A  Jury  may  properly  be  admonished  of  the  importance  of  agree- 

ing upon  a  verdict  and  told,  if  such  appears  reasonably  to  the 
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trial  Judge  to  be  the  situation,  that  the  evidence  is  not  so  vo- 
luminous or  hard  to  understand,  but  that  a  conclusion  can  be 
reached  one  way  or  the  other  within  a  reasonable  time,  and 
that  such  result  is  expected,  care  being  taken  not  to  suggest 
which  way  is  proper  or  to  go  further  than  to  stimulate  appre- 
ciation of  Jury  duty. 

[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

DoDGB,  J.,  and  Winslow,  C.  J.,  dissenting,  are  of  the  opinion 
that  it  was  prejudicial  error  in  this  case  to  admit  evidence  that 
the  deceased  had  reported  to  a  third  person  that  the  accused, 
had  committed  another  offense  (see  par.  12,  supra), — such  evi- 
dence being  pure  hearsay  and  there  being  no  other  evidence 
that  the  accused  had  committed  such  other  offense  and  no  evi- 
dence warranting  an  inference  that  he  knew  or  suspected  that 
the  deceased  had  given  such  information. 

Ebbob  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bay- 
field county:  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

The  plaintiff  in  error  was  informed  against  as  having,  on 
the  28th  day  of  August  in  the  year  1907,  at  the  coimty  of 
Bayfield,  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  feloniously,  wilfully,  and 
with  his  malice  aforethought,  killed  and  murdered  Boni  Lom- 
bard. He  was  in  due  form  tried  on  such  charge,  found  guilty 
of  murder  in  the  second  degree,  and  duly  sentenced  to  be  pun- 
ished by  confinement  at  hard  labor  in  the  state  prison  at 
Waupun  for  the  period  of  twenty  years,  the  first  day  of  such 
period  to  be  solitary  confinement. 

A  writ  of  error  was,  in  due  form,  sued  out  to  review  the 
case  on  exceptions  duly  saved.  The  facts  are  stated  in  the 
opinion. 

John  Walsh,  for  the  plaintiff  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attor- 
ney Oeneral  and  e7.  E,  Messerschmidt,  assistant  attorney  gen- 
eral, and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Messerschmidt. 

Mabshali.,  J.  The  place  of  the  homicide  was  in  a  sparsely 
settled  wild  country  in  which  the  plaintiff  in  error  and  the 
deceased  lived.  The  latter  was  the  sole  occupant  of  a  home- 
stead claim,  called  the  Morrison  homestead,  about  a  mile  and 
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a  half  from  the  nearest  neighbor.  He  did  a  little  farming, 
but  spent  his  time,  mainly,  in  hunting  and  fishing  and  enter- 
taining persons  who  resorted  to  that  region  for  the  purpose  of 
fishing.  The  deceased  resided  with  his  employer,  one 
Barnes^  who  lived  about  a  mile  and  a  half  from  the  Morrison 
homestead  and  did  a  farmings  lumbering,  saloon,  and  general 
store  business.  There  were  only  three  other  persons,  all 
homesteaders,  living  in  that  locality.  Barnes  had  been  ac- 
quainted with  the  deceased  for  about  nineteen  or  twenty 
years,  and  during  the  two  years  prior  to  the  homicide  had  em- 
ployed him  as  a  foreman  in  the  woods  and  as  a  farm  hand. 
The  accused  and  the  deceased  were  addicted  to  drinking  in- 
toxicating liquor  somewhat  to  excess,  though  the  habits  of  the 
latter  in  that  regard  were  not  so  pronounced  for  a  short  time 
before  the  homicide  as  formerly.  He  and  the  accused  were 
well  acquainted.  The  latter  had  been  in  disrepute  with 
Barnes  and  the  deceased  for  a  considerable  time  before  the 
homicide.  Some  incidents  had  recently  occurred  which  in- 
creased the  bad  repute,  particularly  the  fact  that  Barnes  had 
lost  cattle  and  it  had  been  reported  to  him  that  the  accused 
had  killed  and  made  away  with  them.  The  accused  dis- 
trained one  of  the  cattle  because  of  its  trespassing  upon  his 
premises,  and  Barnes  compelled  him  to  release  the  animal. 
The  deceased  was  partly  of  Indian  blood.  There  were  a  num- 
ber of  that  blood  who  lived  not  far  away  and  some  were  ac- 
customed to  work  for  Barnes  under  the  direction  of  the  de- 
ceased. For  some  days  before  the  homicide  the  deceased  had 
charge  of  a  crew  of  Indians  putting  up  hay  for  Barnes  at  a 
point  where,  in  going  thereto  and  returning  therefrom,  by 
the  shortest  and  usual  route,  he  had  to  pass  the  place  where 
the  accused  lived.  The  day  before  the  homicide  the  latter, 
the  accused,  and  two  others  went  fishing  on  a  lake,  using  a 
boat.  They  had  liquor  along  and  the  accused  drank  to  such 
excess  that  he  fell  out  of  the  boat  into  the  water.  About  4 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  his  associates  took  him  home,  changed 
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his  clothes,  and  put  him  to  bed.  The  deceased  was  last  seea 
alive  going  in  the  direction  of  the  Morrison  homestead  about 
6  o'clock  on  the  following  morning.  Between  3  and  4  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon  of  that  day  the  accused  visited  the  B.ames 
place  and  reported  that  Lombard  had  been  killed.  He  stayed 
there  until  6  o'clock  and  in  the  meantime  drank  to  excess. 
He  bought  some  groceries  and  started  home  with  them  in  a 
sack.  Later  he  was  found  lying  beside  the  road  in  a  drunken 
stupor  about  a  mile  from  his  destination  and  was  assisted  to 
regain  his  feet  and  accompanied  home.  To  the  person  who 
assisted  him  to  his  feet  he  remarked,  ''I  was  just  as  liable  to 
lay  there  as  I  did  with  Boni."  In  the  meantime,  two  men 
went  from  Barnes's  place  to  investigate  the  report  as  to  the 
death  of  Lombard  and  found  his  body  in  the  road  about  forty 
feet  from  the  Morrison  house.  A  bullet  from  a  rifle  had 
X)a88ed  through  his  upper  right  side,  apparently  killing  him 
almost  instantly.  There  was  a  trail  of  blood  from  the  body 
for  a  distance  of  seventy  to  eighty  feet  to  a  pile  of  lumber 
just  outside  a  window,  near  the  southwest  comer  of  the  house, 
at  which  point  there  was  evidence  of  considerable  blood  hav- 
ing been  lost,  and  there  was  a  whisky  jug  belonging  to  the 
accused,  marked  with  blood  and  dirt.  There  were  indications 
fhat  a  rifle  shot  had  recently  passed  through  the  w^ire  screen 
in  the  window,  fired  from  inside  the  house  in  the  direction  of 
the  place  where  it  seemed  the  deceased  was  when  shot.  On 
the  bed  in  the  house  lay  defendant's  rifle,  with  indications 
that  it  had  recently  been  discharged.  A  rifle  belonging  to  the 
deceased,  of  the  same  caliber  as  the  other,  was  found  a  short 
distance  from  where  he  was  apparently  shot,  but  there  were 
no  indications  that  it  had  been  recently  discharged.  The 
jug  was  full  of  whisky  and  in  the  house  on  the  morning  of 
the  homicide.  When  found  it  was  nearly  empty.  There 
was  evidence  establishing  without  controversy,  or  tending 
to  establish,  all  these  circumstances  and  others  of  a  more  or 
less  incriminating  nature,  including  some  statements  of  the 
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accused,  from  which  it  was  inferable  that  he  was  the  guilty 
party,  while  there  was  other  evidence  from  which  it  was 
claimed  it  was  inferable  that  some  other  person  did  the  deed. 
The  accused  after  returning  home  drunk,  as  before  stated, 
on  the  day  of  the  homicide  remained  there  till  the  next  morn- 
ing sleeping  oflf  his  debauch.  In  the  meantime  several  per- 
sons, attracted  to  the  place  by  the  report  of  the  homicide, 
were  about  the  premises,  including  the  two  men  who  first 
went  to  investigate  the  matter.  They  remained  watching  the 
body  till  the  next  morning,  when  there  was  a  coroner's  in- 
quest and  it  was  removed. 

The  story  of  the  accused  was,  that  upon  waking  up  after 
sleeping  off  his  debauch  of  the  day  before  the  homicide,  he 
went  on  a  fishing  trip  of  several  miles  and  at  his  destination 
used  a  particular  boat;  that  he  returned  in  the  afternoon 
about  1  o'clock  and,  upon  finding  the  body  of  the  deceased  in 
the  road,  put  down  his  sack  of  fish  at  the  side  of  the  house 
and  wont  to  the  Barnes  place  and  reported  the  fact.  There 
was  circumstantial  evidence  that  his  story  was  false,  such  as 
there  being  no  sack  of  fish  found  at  the  side  of  the  house  by 
any  one  attracted  to  the  place  by  the  report  of  the  homicide 
before  the  accused  returned  from  the  Barnes  place,  and  the 
boat  he  claimed  to  have  used  on  the  fishing  trip  not  having 
been  disturbed  on  the  day  of  the  homicide. 

Several  errors  are  assigned,  not  argued  in  the  brief  of  coun- 
sel for  the  accused,  though  some  of  them  were  mentioned  in- 
cidentally, or  argued  briefly,  on  the  oral  argument.  We  will 
pass  them  with  this  mention  thereof  and  with  the  statement 
that  they  have  received  sufficient  attention  to  satisfy  the  court 
that  neither  of  them  is  material. 

The  court  properly  sustained  a  challenge  of  a  juror  because 
he  testified  to  having  conscientious  scruples  against  convict- 
ing a  person  of  a  capital  offense  on  circumstantial  evidence 
alone.  Such  a  person  is  manifestly  incompetent  for  jury 
duty.     By  the  law  of  the  land,  which  every  citizen  is  bound 
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to  support,  and  every  juror  before  being  competent  to  sit  in 
a  case  is  so  specially  bound  by  his  solemn  oath,  it  is  as  legiti- 
mate to  judicially  establish  a  fact  by  circumstantial  as  by  di- 
rect evidence,  and  it  is  as  much  the  duty  of  a  juror  to  act  ac- 
cording to  the  weight  of  the  former  as  to  act  according  to  the 
weight  of  the  latter.  A  person  might  as  well  say,  generally, 
he  has  conscientious  scruples  against  obeying  the  law  of  his 
country  as  to  say  he  has  such  scruples  against  acting  as  a 
juror  upon  circumstantial  evidence  in  a  capital  case.  Such 
a  person  has  too  much  conscience,  so  to  speak,  for  the  best  of 
citizenship.  !More  properly  speaking,  he  has  that  species  of 
conscience  with  that  grade  of  weakness  that  often  makes  the 
coward  mistake  his  timidity  for  that  conscience  which  is 
worthy  of  distinction. 

It  is  suggested  that  in  view  of  something  said  or  decided  in 
Kolloch  v.  Stale,  88  Wis.  663,  60  N.  W.  817,  the  court  com- 
mitted error  by  not  instructing  the  jury  on  the  subject  of 
circumstantial  evidence,  though  no  request  was  made  in  that 
regard.  We  do  not  find  anything  in  that  case  so  holding. 
The  difficulty  there  was  that  the  trial  court  not  only  omitted 
to  give  any  instructions  in  the  general  charge,  specially  on  the 
subject  of  circumstantial  evidence,  but  refused  to  give  instruc- 
tions embodying  correct  legal  principles  in  respect  to  the  mat- 
ter, requested  by  counsel  for  accused.  ^Vhile  it  would  be  well 
to  give  such  instructions  in  any  case  like  this,  it  is  a  matter 
so  largely  within  the  discretion  of  the  trial  judge  that  omis- 
sion to  do  so  cannot  be  regarded  as  ground  for  reversal,  un- 
less the  omission  is  in  face  of  a  proper  request  for  such  in- 
structions. 

One  Beauregard  was  called  as  a  witness  for  the  state  to 
prove  that  he  found  the  accused  in  a  drunken  stupor  beside  the 
road  where,  as  before  stated,  he  had  fallen  or  lain  down  while 
returning  from  the  Barnes  place  after  having  been  there  and 
reported  the  homicide.  An  attempt  was  made  on  cross-exam- 
ination to  sh6w  he  had  ill  will  toward  the  deceased  and  had 
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threatened  to  kill  him,  as  bearing  on  the  probability  that  he^ 
instead  of  the  accused,  was  the  guilty  party.  The  offer  wa» 
not  made  as  bearing  on  his  credibility,  but  as  direct  evidenoe^ 
of  motive  for  taking  Lombard's  life.  The  questions  were 
ruled  out  as  not  proper  cross-examination.  If  the  ruling  were 
improper,  and  we  do  not  suggest  it  was  not,  it  was  harmless, 
since  there  was  positive  undisputed  proof  that  the  witness  was 
at  work  some  over  a  mile  from  the  place  of  the  homicide  when 
it  occurred. 

The  claim  is  made  that  the  evidence  being  all  circumstan- 
tial, and  there  being  indications  that  some  other  person  than 
the  accused  might  have  committed  the  homicide,  the  jury 
were  not  warranted  in  finding  the  circumstances  pointed  so^ 
strongly  to  the  accused  as  the  one  who  did  the  deed,  as  to  ex- 
clude every  reasonable  hypothesis  to  the  contrary.  We  shall 
not  take  time  to  go  over  the  evidence  in  detail.  It  has  been 
stated  in  a  general  way  and  sufficiently  for  the  purpose  of  this 
assignment  of  error. 

True,  it  was  improper  to  convict  the  accused  unless  the 
evidence  established  the  material  evidentiary  circumstances 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  and  all  such  circumstances  pointed 
so  unerringly  to  the  accused  as  the  guilty  party  as  not  to  be- 
reasonably  reconcilable  upon  any  other  reasonable  theory  than 
that  of  his  guilt.  But  the  degree  of  certainty  in  such  a  case 
is  no  greater  than  in  one  resting  wholly  upon  direct,  or  partly 
upon  direct  and  partly  upon  circumstantial  evidence.  The- 
subject  was  discussed  at  considerable  length  in  Schwanies  v. 
State,  127  Wis.  160,  106  N.  W.  237,  where  occasion  was  im- 
proved for  correcting  the  erroneous  notion  that  circumstan- 
tial evidence  should  be  viewed  with  such  distrust  as  to  be  in- 
efficient in  face  of  mere  conjecture  or  possibility  of  incorrect- 
ness of  its  indications,  upon  the  theory  that  to  be  efficient  it 
must  establish  guilt  with  some  appreciably  higher  degree  of 
certainty  than  direct  evidence.  Experience  shows  that  the- 
former  is  quite,  if  not  more  likely,  to  lead  to  a  wrong  result 
than  the  latter. 
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An  eminent  commentator  on  the  criminal  law,  speaking  on 
this  subject,  very  aptly  thus  pictures  the  misunderstanding 
sometimes  found  to  exist : 

"Much  embarrassment  has  arisen  over  the  position  ad- 
vanced by  two  eminent  text-writers,  that,  to  justify  the  in- 
ference of  legal  guilt  from  circumstaniial  evidence,  the  ex- 
istence of  inculpatory  facts  must  be  absolutely  incompatible 
with  the  innocence  of  the  accused,  and  incapable  of  explana- 
tion upon  any  other  reasonable  hypothesis  than  that  of  his 
guilt.  Judges,  on  hearing  these  expressions,  have  been  very 
apt,  in  the  hurry  of  a  trial,  to  accept  and  apply  them;  and 
hence  have  sprung  up  a  series  of  dicta  to  the  effect  that  cir- 
cumstantial evidence  is  to  be  viewed  with  distrust,  and  that, 
to  justify  a  conviction  on  circumstantial  evidence,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  exclude  every  possible  hypothesis  of  innocence." 
Whart.  Crim.  Ev,  (9th  ed.)  §  10. 

Speaking  on  the  same  subject,  said  Whitman,  C.  J.,  in  In 
re  Thomj  6  Law  Rep.  49,  54:  "Circumstantial  evidence  is 
often  stronger  and  more  satisfactory  than  direct,  because  it 
is  not  liable  to  delusion  or  fraud.'' 

And  Gibson,  C.  J.,  in  Comm.  v.  Harman,  4  Pa.  St  269, 
271: 

"Circumstantial  evidence  is,  in  the  abstract,  nearly,  though 
perhaps  not  altogether,  as  strong  as  positive  evidence ;  in  the 
concrete  it  may  be  infinitely  stronger.  A  fact  positively 
sworn  to  by  a  single  eye-witness  of  blemished  character  is  not 
so  satisfactorily  proved  as  is  a  fact  which  is  the  necessary  con- 
sequence of  a  chain  of  other  facts  sworn  to  by  many  witnesses 
of  undoubted  credibility." 

We  repeat  the  summing  up  in  the  SchwarUea  Case,  127 
Wis.  160,  177,  106  N.  W.  237,  243: 

"Evidentiary  facts  established  by  evidence  more  or  less  di- 
rect pointing  logically  to  the  ultimate  subject  of  search,  have 
always  been,  and  must  necessarily  always  be,  essential  instru- 
ments in  the  administration  of  justice,  and  when  established 
as  they  all  should  be,  with  the  same  de^ee  of  certainty  as  the 
ultimate  fact  is  required  to  be  established,  they  do  not  fall  be- 
low, in  probative  force,  direct  evidence.     One  is  as  competent 
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as  the  other  to  prove  the  real  subject  matter  of  the  inquiry. 
From  such  evidentiary  facts  we  reason  inductively.  Certain 
indicia  are  known  by  experience  to  characterize  human  ac- 
tions. Those  concomitant  with  any  particular  act  being  as- 
certained with  the  degree  of  certainty  required  as  to  the  main 
fact,  the  latter,  we  reason  logically,  must  necessarily  exist 
also.  Such  process  of  reasoning  goes  to  the  ultimate  point  of 
inquiry  with  well-nigh,  if  not  quite,  the  certainty  of  exact 
demonstration.  We  first  conjecture  that  the  subject  of  search 
exists  and  is  discoverable.  We  prove  its  concomitant  facts 
according  to  human  experience  and  by  the  illumination  thus 
produced  we  dissolve  the  mist  characterizing  the  conjecture 
and  bring  into  definite  outlines  that  which  was  before  hidden. 
People  V.  Kennedy,  32  N.  Y.  141.  If  the  picture  thus  dis- 
closed to  our  view  is  the  only  one  that  can  reasonably  exist 
imdor  the  circumstances  we  stamp  it,  so  to  speak,  as  the  truth 
of  the  matter  to  a  moral  certainty — the  highest  degree  of  cer- 
tainty attainable  in  human  aflFairs.  People  v,  Harris,  136 
X.  Y.  423,  429,  33  K  E.  65.  So  it  is  said  that  'certain  laws 
of  moral  conduct  operate  almost  as  infallibly  as  the  mechan- 
ical laws  of  the  material  world.'  " 

Courts,  very  properly,  in  giving  instructions  in  cases  of  this 
sort,  say  commonly,  substantially: 

You  should  not  render  a  verdict  of  guilty  unless  after  a 
careful  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  in  every  reasonable 
aspect,  each  material  circumstance  is  established  beyond  a 
reasonable  doubt  and  they  are  unexplainable  upon  any  rea- 
sonable hypothesis  other  than  that  the  accused  is  guilty;  in 
other  words,  unless  all  material  circumstances  are  consistent 
with  his  guilt,  establishing  it  with  such  high  degree  of  cer- 
tainty as  to  exclude  any  reasonable  theory  that  any  other  per- 
son did  the  deed. 

Thus  enlarging  on  the  subject  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a 
requirement  because  of  any  specially  inherent  infirmity  in 
circumstantial  evidence,  but  as  indicating  the  care  which  it 
is  appropriate  and  quite  becoming  for  the  judge  to  exercise 
in  presiding  upon  so  grave  an  occasion ;  as  a  method  of  em- 
phasizing the  rule  that  an  accused  is  entitled  to  go  free  un- 
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less  his  guilt  is  established  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  and  of 
admonishing  the  jury,  on  account  of  the  very  serious  nature 
of  the  consequences  that  might  otherwise  follow,  to  proceed 
with  great  consideration  and  care,  avoiding  so  far  as  prae- 
ticable  all  possible  danger  of  giving  way  at  any  point  to  mere 
suspicion.  After  all  said,  the  degree  of  certainty  required 
is  covered  by  admonishing  the  jury  that  the  accused  is  en- 
titled to  an  acquittal  unless  guilt  is  established  to  their  satis- 
faction beyond  any  reasonable  doubt. 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  the  evidence,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  court  that  the  incriminating  circumstances  which  the  evi- 
dence tended  to  establish  sufficiently  to  make  the  existence  or 
nonexistence  of  each  of  them  a  jury  question,  i.  e.  sufficiently 
to  render  it  competent  for  the  jury  to  find  as  to  each  in  favor 
of  the  state  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  made  a  network 
around  the  accused  so  complete  as  to  justify  the  jury  in  find- 
ing that  it  singled  him  out  as  the  only  person  concerned,  crim- 
inally, in  the  homicide  and  the  one  who  committed  it  beyond 
anv  reasonable  doubt 

Barnes  was  permitted  to  testify  that  the  deceased  told  him 
the  accused  killed  his  cattle  and  that,  subsequently  and  be- 
fore the  homicide,  he  told  the  accused  he  had  been  so  in- 
formed, but  did  not  tell  him  who  imparted  the  information. 
There  was  no  direct  evidence  that  the  accused,  previous  to 
the  homicide,  knew  the  deceased  was  the  informant.  The 
evidence  was  permitted  to  go  to  the  jury,  with  all  the  other 
evidence  in  the  case  bearing  on  the  question  of  whether  there 
was  any  ill  feeling  between  the  accused  and  the  deceased,  fur- 
nishing any  motive  for  the  former  to  do  the  deed  of  which  he 
was  accused.  In  connection  with  the  evidence  there  was  the 
circumstance  that  the  deceased  was  Barnes's  foreman — the 
one  most  likely  to  have  investigated  respecting  the  loss  of  the 
<'attle  and  to  have  aroused  Barnes's  suspicion  of  the  accused, 
if  he  did  not  convey  direct  information  to  him,  that  the  latter 
vas  the  suspected  party,  and,  further,  the  circumstance  that 
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the  deceased  was  so  circumstanced  that  the  accused  when  in- 
formed by  Barnes,  as  aforesaid,  quite  likely  knew,  or  strongly 
suspected,  that  the  informant  was  the  deceased,  and  the  fur- 
ther circumstance,  which  the  jury  had  a  right  to  believe  from 
the  evidence  existed,  that  the  deceased  and  the  accused  had 
serious  trouble  shortly  before  the  homicide,  trouble  that  moved 
the  latter  to  declare,  in  effect,  a  few  days  after  the  homicide 
that  the  deceased  deserved  what  he  got.  There  was  the  fur- 
ther circumstance  of  absence  of  any  reasonable  explanation  of 
such  intense  feeling  of  the  accused  towards  the  deceased  as 
to  cause  him  to  use  such  expressions  other  than  knowledge  or 
belief  on  his  part  that  the  deceased  had  become  possessed  of 
the  secret  as  to  who  killed  the  cattle  and  had  imparted  it  to 
Barnes.  It  was  in  view  of  the  whole  situation,  including 
what  has  been  detailed  and  other  evidentiary  suggestive  cir- 
cumstances bearing  on  the  question  of  whether  the  accused  be- 
fore the  homicide  knew,  or  had  good  reason  to  and  did  believe, 
that  the  accused  was  Barnes's  informant,  that  the  evidence 
was  permitted.  It  was  offered  and  received,  not  as  evidence 
that  the  accused  killed  the  cattle,  but  that  he  had  been  accused 
by  the  deceased  of  having  done  so,  and,  therefore,  had  a  mo- 
tive for  the  homicide.  That  was  made  abundantly  plain  to 
the  jury  at  the  time  the  evidence  was  received  and  was  em- 
phasized by  what  occurred  during  the  argument  to  the  jury. 
The  district  attorney  in  the  course  of  his  address  argued 
that  circumstances  indicated  that  the  accused  knew  before  the 
homicide  that  the  deceased,  and  only  he,  was  in  possession  of 
the  secret  about  the  shooting  of  the  cattle.  That  was  objected 
to,  whereupon  the  district  attorney  conceded  there  was  no 
direct  evidence  to  that  effect,  but  insisted  that  it  was  a  legit- 
imate deduction  to  make  from  the  whole  evidence  that  he  in 
fact  did  know  of  it,  and  that  the  trouble  between  him  and  the 
deceased,  some  time  before  the  homicide,  resulted  therefrom. 
With  that  explanation  the  court  said,  in  effect,  that  he  would 
permit  such  theory  to  be  argued  to  the  jury.     Thus  they  must 
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have  understood,  from  the  district  attorney,  and  the  court  as 
well,  that  whether  the  evidence  complained  of  was  entitled  to 
any  weight  as  bearing  on  the  question  of  motive  depended  on 
whether,  from  all  the  circumstances,  they  concluded  that  the 
accused  knew  or  suspected  who  had  informed  on  him. 

It  was  certainly  competent  to  show  motive  of  the  accused 
for  the  homicide.  Motive  is  not  essential  in  such  a  case,  but 
presence  or  absence  of  it  is  an  evidentiary  circumstance  bear- 
ing, with  more  or  less  weight  according  to  circumstances,  on 
the  question  of  guilt.  In  a  case  resting,  as  this  does,  wholly 
on  circumstantial  evidence,  presence  or  absence  of  motive  may 
well  be  the  deciding  factor.  So  if  the  evidence  in  question 
was  improper,  it  was  manifestly  prejudicially  so. 

It  being  proper  for  the  state  to  show  motive  for  the  homi- 
cide and  by  circumstantial  evidence,  would  not  the  fact,  if  it 
be  a  fact,  that  the  accused  killed  the  cattle  and  to  his  knowl- 
edge the  deceased  knew  and  had  informed  Barnes  of  it,  or  the 
fact,  if  it  be  a  fact,  that  the  accused  knew  the  deceased  be- 
lieved and  had  reported  to  Barnes  that  he  killed  the  cattle, 
particularly  by  reason  of  the  character  of  the  accused  and  the 
debauchery  immediately  preceding  the  homicide,  afford  some 
reasonable  explanation  of  how  he  might  either  have  conceived 
the  idea  of  killing  the  deceased  and  lay  in  wait  for  him  where 
he  could  safely  and  surely  accomplish  the  homicidal  purpose 
by  shooting  from  the  inside  of  the  house  through  the  screen 
at  the  open  window,  or  had  some  altercation  with  him  about 
the  cattle,  preceding  or  during  which  the  jug  of  whisky  played 
a  part  and  was  partly  emptied  by  both,  or  by  the  accused  and, 
following  that,  after  the  deceased  left  the  house  and  pro- 
ceeded a  little  distance  might  have  fired  at  him  through  the 
screen  at  the  open  window  or  in  some  other  way,  being  so  in- 
toxicated as  not  to  have  a  definitely  formed  design  to  kill, 
have  done  the  fatal  deed. 

In  the  situation  stated  the  question  presented  to  the  court 
on  the  objection  to  the  evidence  was- one  of  competency.     In 
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other  words,  to  determine  whether  the  evidence  complained 
of,  under  all  the  circumstances,  tended,  reasonably,  to  show- 
that  the  accused  knew  before  the  homicide  that  the  deceased 
was  the  one  who  had  informed  on  him,  or  believed  he  was  the 
one.  If  so,  whether  the  evidence  was  sufficient  to  so  show, 
was  for  the  jury.  If  it  bore  legitimately,  in  any  reasonable 
view  of  it,  on  the  question,  it  was  within  the  field  of  compe- 
tency. That  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  situations,  in  many 
cases,  which  a  trial  court  has  to  deal  with.  It  involves  a  ques- 
tion of  fact  and  permits  of  a  very  wide  range  of  judgment, 
reaching  to  the  very  boundaries  of  reason.  Hence  the  rule 
that  the  decision  of  a  trial  court  on  such  a  question  cannot 
properly  be  held  wrong  on  appeal  unless  it  is  clearly  so,  and 
whether  it  is  or  is  not,  is  to  be  determined  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  a  trial  judge,  ordinarily,  is  in  a  much  better  position  than 
an  appellate  coiirt  to  decide  such  a  matter.  It  is  manifest 
that  error  in  such  a  ruling  must  appear  very  plainly  from  the 
written  history  of  the  trial  to  warrant  holding  that  error  was 
in  fact  committed.  This  court  has  often  so  held.  Emery  r. 
State,  101  Wis.  627,  648,  78  N.  W.  145;  Ilupfer  v.  Nat.  D. 
Co.  119  Wis.  417,  427,  96  N.  W.  809;  Kavanaugh  v.  Wau- 
sau,  120  Wis.  611,  618,  98  N.  W.  550,  553 
In  tJie  last  case  cited  the  court  said : 

"The  question  of  competency  respecting  evidence  is  always 
one  of  law  to  be  solved  by  the  court."  It  might  well  have 
been  said  in  connection  therewith,  underlying  it,  however,  is 
the  question  of  fact  as  to  whether  the  evidence,  if  admitted, 
will  tend  to  prove  a  fact  in  issue,  or  any  evidentiary  fact. 
"If  the  test  to  be  applied  in  determining  the  first  question 
was  whether  the  evidence,  if  true,  would  in  the  mind  of  the 
trial  judge  establish  the  fact  in  controversy,  it  is  obvious  that 
the  court,  in  ruling  thereon,  would  often  be  called  upon  to 
determine  questions  of  credibility  and  \veight.  Such  is  not 
the  test.  If  evidence,  in  the  judgment  of  the  trial  court,  if 
true,  will  tend  within  reasonable  probabilities  to  establish 
the  matter  in  dispute  according  to  the  claim  of  the  party  of- 
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fering  it,  and  there  is  a  reasonable  probability  of  the  triith- 
fulness  thereof,  the  true  test  of  competency  is  satisfied  and 
the  evidence  should  be  admitted.  .  .  .  The  court's  decision  in 
such  matter,  following  the  propel  test,  is  regarded  as  a  verity 
unless  manifestly  wrong.  .  .  ." 

From  what  has  been  said  it  is  evident  that  the  learned  cir- 
cuit judge,  in  admitting  the  evidence  in  question,  applied  the 
proper  test.  Precedent  to  the  ruling  he  determined,  con- 
siderately, in  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  the  matter  of  fact 
involved  in  favor  of  the  state,  which  required  him  to  rule,  as 
matter  of  law,  to  admit  the  evidence.  Was  the  ruling  on  the 
matter  of  fact  wrong,  especially  in  view  of  the  whole  evi- 
dence as  it  stood  when  the  case  was  submitted  to  the  jury? 
If  it  were  true  that  the  circumstances  were  not  suflBcient  at 
the  time  the  ruling  was  made, — ^were  not  sufficient  to  war- 
rant, reasonably,  the  belief  that  the  accused  knew  before  the 
homicide,  the  deceased  was  the  one  who  had  charged  him  with 
killing  the  cattle,  but  before  the  case  closed  the  circumstances 
developed  were  sufficient, — the  vice  of  the  ruling  was  effaced. 

After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  case  in  all  its  bearings 
it  is  the  opinion  of  the  court  that  the  trial  judge  did  not,  man- 
ifestly, commit  error  in  admitting  the  evidence  complained  of. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  show  by  direct  evidence  knowledge  of 
the  defendant  that  the  deceased  was  his  accuser.  It  was  as 
competent  to  prove  that  by  circumstantial  evidence  as  it  was 
to  thus  prove  any  other  evidentiary  circumstance  or  the  main 
fact. 

It  is  not  often  easy  to  refer  to  judicial  authority  support- 
ing a  situation  which  is  somewhat  imcommon,  but  that  does 
not,  legitimately,  suggest  doubt  as  to  its  propriety  whore  the 
principles  involved  are  plain.  Cases  show  merely  applica- 
tion of  principles.  New  combinations  of  circumstances  call 
for  new  applications  of  old  principles  and  result  in  the  crea- 
tion of  new  precedents.  If  courts  were  to  feel  lost  as  to  what 
to  do  when  out  of  sight  of  precedents  they  would  be  quite  in- 
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efficient  to  satisfy  fully  their  great  function  as  administra- 
tors of  justice. 

The  case  cited  to  our  attention  by  the  attorney  general, 
People  V.  Chin  Hane,  108  Cal.  597,  41  Pac.  697,  is  a  very 
clear  illustration  of  the  principles  we  have  discussed.  It  is 
on  all-fours  with  this  case.  For  the  purpose  of  showing  mo- 
tive for  the  homicide,  evidence  was  received,  over  objection, 
that  the  deceased  went  upon  the  bond  of  a  third  person  who 
had  been  charged  by  the  accused  with  having  attempted  to 
murder  him.  The  ground  of  the  objection  was  that  there 
was  no  evidence  that  the  accused  knew,  prior  to  the  homicide, 
that  the  deceased  was  instrumental  in  his  assailant's  regain- 
ing his  liberty  after  being  arrested  on  the  charge  of  attempted 
murder.     The  court,  on  appeal,  said : 

"The  objection,  we  think,  goes  to  the  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence, rather  than  to  its  competency.  We  think  it  fairly  in- 
ferable from  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  that  he  was  pos- 
sessed of  such  information,  but,  if  he  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  fact,  then  the  evidence  was  entirely  harmless,  and  no  in- 
jury to  him  could  have  possibly  resulted  from  its  admission.'* 

We  may  well  assume  that,  in  making  the  last  remark,  the 
cause  was  submitted,  as  it  was  here,  so  the  jury  must  have 
understood  that  the  test  of  whether  the  evidence  complained 
of  was  to  be  considered,  was  whether  they  believed,  from  all 
the  circumstances  bearing  on  the  question,  that  the  accused 
knew,  before  the  homicide,  of  the  act  of  the  deceased  which 
was  offensive  to  him. 

The  learned  circuit  judge  said  to  the  jury: 

"The  evidence  of  the  state  tends  to  prove  that  defendant  is 
guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree."  But  in  connection 
therewith  the  court  said:  "The  evidence  of  the  defendant 
tends  to  prove  he  is  not  guilty.  You  must  arrive  at  the  truth 
from  the  evidence,  and  you  will  be  governed  by  the  evidence 
alone,  in  deciding  the  case.  Your  especial  duty  as  jurors  is 
to  arrive  at  the  truth  from  the  evidence." 
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And  also  said: 

"Certain  evidence  has  been  introduced  here  tending  to 
prove  that  certain  alleged  admissions  have  been  made."  But 
also  said  in  connection  therewith :  "The  rule  as  to  admissions 
or  confessions  is,  that  such  evideuce  is  the  weakest  kind  of 
evidence  and  that  such  evidence,  if  taken  at  all  by  the  jury, 
should  be  taken  with  great  caution/  but  if  the  jury  is  satis- 
fied that  admissions  have  been  actually  made,  then  they 
should  give  such  evidence  the  weight,  when  they  consider 
the  whole  evidence,  that  they  believe  they  should  receive." 

Counsel  for  the  accused  ^elected  out  of  the  charge  the  open- 
ing statement  on  each  subject  and  in  that  way  suggested  that 
prejudicial  errors  were  committed.  We  see  no  reason  for  the 
claim  of  counsel  that  the  court  gave  undue  prominence  to 
the  eividence  against  the  accused  over  that  in  his  favor  or 
intimated  to  the  jury,  in  the  slightest  degree,  what  weight 
they  should  give  to  any  of  the  evidence.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  instruction  within  the  condemnation  of  anything  said  in 
Ferffuson  v.  Truax,  132  Wis.  478,  491,  110  K  W.  395,  111 
N.  W.  667,  112  N.  W.  613,  or  Till  v.  State,  132  Wis.  242, 
248,  111  K  W.  1109. 

There  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  best  way  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that  there  is  evidence  to  carry  the  question 
involved  in  such  a  case  to  the  jury,  and  whether  it  is  best  to 
specifically  refer  to  it  at  all.  But,  certainly,  any  man  of 
sufficient  intelligence  to  perform,  properly,  jury  duty  must 
know,  in  case  of  submission  to  him  to  find  facts  from  conflict- 
ing  evidence  and  inferences  therefrom,  that  in  one  aspect  it 
is  supposed  such  evidence  will  admit  of  a  finding  one  way 
and  in  another  in  a  different  way.  Otherwise  there  would 
be  no  jury  question  to  be  solved.  It  is  a  common  way  for  a 
trial  judge  to  say,  in  terms  or  effect,  there  is  evidence  tend- 
ing to  support  the  claim  of  one  side  and  evidence  tending  to 
support  the  claim  of  the  other ;  it  is  your  particular  duty  to 
reconcile  the  conflict  and  find  the  truth.  And,  certainly, 
there  is  at  least  no  harmful  error  in  such  common  method  of 
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submitting  a  cause,  though  the  way  of  stating  the  matter  best 
calculated  to  avoid  giving  the  jury  any  idea  of  a  judicial  pur- 
pose to  intimate  what  weight  should  be  given  to  the  evidence 
upon  either  side  of  any  controverted  matter  admits  of  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion.  In  that  field  trial  judges 
do,  and  should,  have  a  large  measure  of  discretion. 

The  second  part  of  the  instruction  above  quoted,  if  faulty 
at  all,  is  too  favorable  to  the  accused.  We  will  not  discuss 
that  part  of  the  charge  but  leave  it  by  saying  that,  perhaps, 
the  trial  judge  was  a  little  overcautious  in  favor  of  the  ac- 
cused in  some  of  the  language  used.  It  is  not  thought  best 
to  pass  it  with  such  approval  as  to  suggest  use  of  the  same 
language  in  the  same  or  similar  circumstances. 

The  jury  were  instructed  thus : 

"(1)  A  witness  may  be  impeached  by  proving  that  the  tes- 
timony that  he  has  given  is  false,  or  he  may  be  impeached  by 
proving  that  he  has  made  statements  on  material  facts  dif- 
ferent from  what  he  has  sworn  to  in  court.  (2)  Tou  should 
not  reject  the  testimony  of  any  witness,  without  due  consid- 
eration and  reasonable  grounds  therefor.  (8)  It  is  your 
duty  to  consider  the  interest  of  the  defendant,  or  any  other 
witness,  if  you  find  that  any  other  witness  is  interested  in 
fact,  in  the  result  of  this  trial,  as  going  to  the  credibility  of 
such  witnesses.  (4)  If  you  should  find,  when  you  consider 
the  whole  evidence,  that  the  testimony  of  any  witness  is  false, 
it  may  be  your  duty  to  reject  the  testimony  of  such  witness, 
unless  it  is  corroborated  by  some  credible  evidenoe." 

In  addition  to  this  and  entirely  separate  from  it  the  court 
gave  correctly  the  rule  on  the  subject  of  falsus  in  uno,  fahus 
in  omnibus. 

It  is  strenuously  argued  that  the  first  period,  which  was 
segregated  from  its  context  for  the  purpose  of  an  exception, 
is  erroneous  and  condemned  in  Colbert  v.  State,  125  Wis. 
423,  104  N.  W.  61.  We  fail  to  find  any  such  instruction 
in  that  case.  The  one  condemned  was  entirely  different. 
The  one  here  is  the  same  as  was  given  in  Miller  v.  State,  139 
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Wis.  57,  119  N.  W.  850,  We  advise  against  using  language 
so  liable  to  be  challenged  as  erroneous.  It  was  not  given  in 
this  caiBe  and  was  not  in  the  forqier  with  intent  to  state  the 
rule  of  falsus  in  uno,  falsus  in  omnibiiSj  for  that  was  given, 
as  before  indicated^  in  another  and  quite  different  part  of 
the  charge. 

True,  a  witness  may  be  impeached  by  proving  that  his  tes- 
timony is  false.     A  -jury  need  not  be  tcid  that ;  it  is  so  self- 
evident.     True,  also,  a  witness  may  be  impeached  by  proving 
statements  made  by  him  out  of  court  are  inconsistent  or  con- 
tradictory of  those  made  under  oath  in  court.     Those  methods 
of  impeachment  are  laid  down  in  all  elementary  works  on 
evidence.     Jones,  Ev.  §  847 ;  Greenl.  Ev.  §  461 ;  Taylor,  Ev. 
§  1470.     So  that  part  of  the  charge  excepted  to,  by  itself,  is 
faultless.     But  why  was  it  followed  by  the  statement,  "If 
you  find,  when  you  consider  the  whole  evidence,  that  the  tes- 
timony of  any  witness  is  false,  it  may  be  your  duty  to  reject 
the  testimony  of  such  witness,  unless  it  is  corroborated  by 
8ome  credible  evidence  ? "     Why  was  it  suggested  to  the  jury 
that  they  had  discretion  whether  to  reject  or  give  weight  to 
testimony  believed  by  them  to  be  false?     Of  course,  they 
must  reject  such  testimony.     And  why  was  feasibility  of  cor- 
roborating utterly  false  testimony  by  credible  evidence  so  as 
to  render  the  former  worthy  of  being  given  credence  in  dis- 
covering the  truth,  suggested  ?     As  said  in  the  Miller  Case, 
rejection  of  testimony  of  a  witness  believed  to  be  false  does 
not  fall  within  the  principle  as  to  permissible  rejection  of 
all  of  a  witness's  evidence  because  of  some  material  part  of 
it  being  wilfully  false.    The  improper  use  of  the  word  "may" 
and  the  improper  addition  of  the  words  respecting  corrobora- 
tion, led  counsel  to  conclude  here,  as  it  did  before,  that  the 
language  of  the  court  was  an  erroneous  statement  of  the  rule 
of  falsiLS  in  uno,  felstis  in  omnibus.     The  improper  addition 
made  the  whole  involved  in  such  absurdity,  as  said  in  the 
Miller  Case,  that  no  sensible  juror  could  reasonably  have 
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been  misled  by  it.  The  very  existence  of  testimony  believed 
upon  a  consideration  of  the  whole  evidence  to  be  untrue,  ex- 
cludes, utterly,  any  possibility  of  there  being  corroborating 
evidence  entitling  the  false  evidence  to  credence.  The  fabled 
Cassio,  in  his  misfortune,  though  uncertain  which  was  his 
right  and  which  was  his  left  hand,  yet  appreciated  that  nei- 
ther could  be  both. 

The  jury  were  instructed  that: 

"The  burden  of  proof  rests  upon  the  state  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  the  trial,  and  defendant,  when  placed 
upon  his  trial,  was  presumed  to  be  innocent." 

We  see  no  error  in  that.  The  better  way  is  to  say,  in  con- 
nection with  what  was  said:  Such  presumption  continues 
from  the  banning  to  the  end  of  the  trial  and  entitles  the 
accused  to  an  acquittal,  unless  overcome  by  evidence  estab- 
lishing his  guilt,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  jury  beyond  a  rea- 
sonable doubt    Emery  v.  State,  101  Wis.  627,  78  N.  W.  145. 

But  the  language  used  seems  to  mean  that,  with  sufficient 
clearness  to  leave  the  accused  without  reason  to  complain, 
since  no  more  plainly  worded  rule  was  requested. 

It  is  urged  that  in  no  event  can  the  conviction  properly 
stand  because  the  accused  was,  manifestly,  guilty  of  murder 
in  the  first  degree  or  not  guilty;  that  there  is  no  reasonable 
ground  in  the  evidence  for  belief  in  a  killing  by  the  accused 
without  design  to  produce  that  result.  The  border  line  be- 
tween murder  in  the  first  degree  and  murder  in  the  second 
degree  is  very  plain  in  statutory  characterization,  but  whether 
it  is  one  or  the  other  is  often  very  difficult  of  determination 
on  the  evidence.  So  it  has  been  said  that  if  the  jury,  in  any 
given  case,  conclude  from  the  evidence  that  the  accused  ia 
guilty  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  of  either  one  or  the  other 
of  two  offenses,  and  they  are  not  wholly  convinced  that  it  is 
the  greater,  they  should  find  a  verdict  of  guilty  of  the  lesser. 
Byan  v.  State,  115  Wis.  488,  02  N.  W.  271 ;  Miller  v.  State, 
139*  Wis.  57,  81,  119  N.  W.  850,  860. 
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To  warrant  the  jury  in  rendering  the  verdict  they  should 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  upon  evidence  rendering  such 
conclusion  reasonable  that  there  was  at  least  a  reasonable 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  accused  was  guilty  of  the  highest 
homicidal  offense,  but  none  as  to  whether  he  committed  an  act 
imminently  dangerous  to  the  deceased,  causing  his  death, 
evincing  a  depraved  mind  regardless  of  human  life  without 
any  premeditated  design  to  effect  such  result.     Sec.  4339, 
Stats.  (1898).     There  were  some  circumstances  in  this  case, 
seemingly  within  reason,  satisfying  that  test.     Manifestly, 
there  was  the  act  imminently  dangerous  to  the  deceased. 
There  was  plenty  of  evidence  of  depravity  of  mind  and  dis- 
regardfulness  of  human  life.     There  was  proof  of  the  long 
debauch,  tending  to  show  a  condition  of  inability  to  form,  or 
improbability  that  there  was  formed,  any  specific  design  to 
take  Lombard's  life.     There  was  no  evidence  of  any  very 
adequate  motive  to  move  a  man,  even  one  of  as  low  degree 
and  depraved  by  liquor  as  the  accused  was,  to  form  a  wicked 
design  to  take  human  life.     The  presence  of  the  jug,  which 
was  full  of  whisky  in  the  morning,  but  out  of  doors  nearly 
empty  immediately  after  the  homicide,  with  some  indications 
that  it  was  in  possession  of  the  deceased  at  the  time  he  was 
shot,  or  that  it  was  in  contact  with  him  immediately  after- 
ward, is  not  without  its  significance.     There  is  such  a  dense 
mystery  as  to  just  what  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  homi- 
cide— as  to  the  real  characteristics  of  it, — including  the  events 
immediately  preceding  the  fatal  shot,  that  one  might  hesi- 
tate to  say  death  was,  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  effected  pur- 
suant to  a  premeditated  design  to  kill.     May  not  the  jury 
reasonably  have  entertained  from  the  evidence  a  fair  doubt 
on  that  question  ?     Their  answer  as  to  that  was  approved  by 
the  learned  trial  judge.     It  requires  a  strong  case,  made 
wholly  by  a  written  history  of  a  trial,  to  warrant  an  appel- 
late court  in  overruling  such  a  decision.     It  is  the  opinion 
of  the  court  that  no  such  strong  case  appears  here. 
The  following  cases  sufficiently  point  to  the  last  conclusion, 
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if  any  support  by  way  of  judicial  precedents  is  required: 
Clifford  V.  State,  58  Wis.  477,  17  N.  W.  304;  Flyrm  v.  State, 
97  Wis.  44,  72  N.  W.  373 ;  Odette  v.  State,  90  Wis.  258,  62 
N.  W.  1054;  Eckert  v.  State,  114  Wis.  160,  89  K  W.  826; 
Johmon  V.  State,  129  Wis.  146,  108  K  W.  55.  It  would 
seem  that  there  was  more  shadowy  ground  in  each  of  such 
cases  for  believing  the  accused  was  guilty  of  murder  in  the 
second  instead  of  murder  in  the  first  degree  than  in  this.  In 
each  death  was  caused  by  one  or  more  bullets  being  fired  into 
a  vital  part  of  the  body  under  circumstances  indicating  some 
provocation  and  some  circumstances  reasonably  causing  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  shot  was  fired  pursuant  to  a  formed  de- 
sign to  effect  death,  and  impairing  the  presumption  of  such 
design  springing  from  intentional  discharge  of  the  firearm 
aimed  at  such  vital  part. 

The  next  day  after  the  case  was  submitted  to  the  jury  they 
requested  further  instructions  and  pursuant  thereto  the  court 
instructed  them  at  length  to  the  effect  that,  commonly,  the 
prosecution,  and  the  defense  as  well,  in  the  trial  of  a  case 
have  to  resort  to  circumstantial  evidence;  that  it  is  a  legiti- 
mate method  of  establishing  the  truth ;  that  justice  could  not 
be  otherwise  administered;  and  further  instructed  them  as 
to  the  scope  of  the  term  "beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,"  and 
said: 

"The  evidence  which  you  are  compelled  to  pass  upon  is  not 
so  complicated  and  so  voluminous  and  difficult  to  understand 
that  a  jury  should  not  arrive  at  the  truth  within  a  reason- 
able time." 

"I  can  see  no  reason,  gentlemen,  why  you  should  not  agree 
upon  a  verdict  in  this  case,  and  we  expect  you  to  do  so." 

"The  real  question  for  you  to  determine  in  this  case  is, 
what  is  in  fact  the  truth." 

It  is  argued  that  the  quoted  language  contained  a  pretty 
plain  intimation  that  the  evidence  tended  strongly  to  estab- 
lish the  guilt  of  the  accused  and  to  impress  the  jury  that  they 
were  under  some  measure  of  coercion  to  find  a  verdict  ac- 
cordingly, and  to  do  so  without  much  further  delay.     The 
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opinion  here  is  otherwise.  True,  as  the  learned  judge  said, 
the  evidence  was  not  voluminous,  nor  very  diflScult  to  un- 
derstand- That  was  manifest  to  the  commonest  understand- 
ing. But  the  inferences  that  might  be  legitimately  drawn 
therefrom  were  left  to  the  jury  with  scrupulous  care.  True, 
also,  it  was  manifest  that  there  was  no  very  good  reason 
why  the  jury  should  not  reach  a  conclusion  within  a  reason- 
able time.  No  suggestion  was  made  to  them  that  they  ha4 
deliberated  an  unreasonable  time  or  how  much  additional 
time  would  be  reasonable  before  coming  to  a  conclusion  one 
wav  or  the  other.     That  was  left  w^hollv  to  them. 

It  is  not  infrequent  that  jurors  fail  to  fully  realize  their 
high  duty  to  reason  with  each  other,  to  compare  opinions, 
and  to  each  be  considerate  of  the  views  of  his  fellows,  lead- 
ing to  undue  hesitation  in  reaching  a  verdict  or  failure  to 
reach  one  at  all.  Wise  judicial  supervision  of  a  trial,  in 
that  regard,  is  necessary  and  is  none  too  often  exercised^ 
Manifestly,  the  court  should  be  mindful  of  where  that  duty 
ends  and  the  duty  of  the  jury  begins  so  that  an  attempt  to 
discharge  the  former  will  not  invade  the  latter.  The  trial 
judge  in  his  legitimate  iield  has  very  broad  discretion,  and 
it  needs  a  pretty  plain  case  of  prejudicial  overstepping  of 
it  to  warrant  condemning  the  result  as  tainted  with  harmful 
error.     Odette  v.  State,  90  Wis,  258,  264,  62  K  W.  1054. 

The  jury  in  this  case  must  be  presumed  to  have  been  men 
of  ordinary  intelligence.  As  such  they  probably  under- 
stood from  what  the  court  said  that  a  verdict  of  acquittal  or 
guilty  would  be  received  without  judicial  question  of  its  cor- 
rectness. 

The  language  complained  of  was  certainly  as  faultless  as 
that  used  in  Schwantes  v.  State,  127  Wis.  160,  191.  106 
K  W.  237,  or  that  used  in  Odette  v.  State,  90  Wis.  258,  263, 
62  N.  W.  1064,  where  the  court,  among  other  things,  admon- 
ished the  jury  that  it  was  their  duty  to  harmonize  the  evi- 
dence if  possible;  that  they  ought  not  to  stand  back  obsti- 
nately, "but  should  reason  together  and  talk  over  the  exist- 
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ing  differences,  if  any;^^  "that  it  was  their  duty  to  meet  the- 
testimony  in  a  spirit  of  fairness  and  candor  with  each  other  ;'^ 
"to  reason  together  and  apply  the  law  as  given  by  the  court 
to  the  facts  in  the  case,  and  arrive  at  some  kind  of  a  verdict/*^ 
That  was  quite  as  strong  as,  "I  can  see  no  reason,  gentle- 
men, why  you  should  not  agree  upon  a  verdict  in  this  case, 
and  we  expect  you  to."  "Render  a  just  verdict," .  said  the 
court,  "without  being  influenced  by  prejudice,  passion,  fear, 
or  favor,  and  then  you  will  have  done  your  duty  to  the  de- 
fendant, to  yourselves,  and  to  society."  That  expression  and 
others  in  the  charge  must  be  looked  at  in  determining  whether 
the  jury  in  any  reasonable  probability  were  improperly  in- 
fluenced by  the  language  complained  of.  It  is  the  opinion 
of  the  court  that  the  trial  judge  was  well  within  his  proper 
fleld  in  using  such  language. 

There  are  two  or  three  other  points,  briefly  presented  in 
the  printed  argument,  but  they  do  not  seem  to  be  of  sufficient 
moment  to  warrant  extending  this  already  quite  lengthy  opin- 
ion for  the  purpose  of  discussing  them.  The  accused  seems 
to  have  had  a  very  fair  trial  and  to  have  been  ably  defended 
by  a  member  of  the  bar  appointed  for  that  purpose.  The 
record  is  exceptionally  free  from  error,  and  wholly  free  from 
harmful  error.  All  of  the  instrumentalities  of  the  law  of 
the  land  have  been  gratuitously  at  the  disposal  of  the  accused 
to  safeguard  him  against  being  convicted  unjustly.  The 
law  has  run  its  full  course,  and  he  has  had  all  the  advan- 
tages he  could  have  had,  had  he  been  of  high  degree  and  pos- 
sessed of  wealth.  If  he  has  been  unjustly  convicted,  which 
is  highly  improbable,  it  is  one  of  the  inevitable  individual 
sacrifices  for  the  good  of  the  whole  which  must,  now  and 
then,  be  the  result  of  any  system  of  law  of  human  origin. 

By  the  Court, — The  judgment  is  affirmed. 

Dodge,  J.  {dissenting).  I  am  reasonably  satisfied  that, 
with  one  exception,  all  the  assignments  of  error  might  fail 
of  fatal  effoot  upon  the  conviction,  though  not  always  upon 
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the  grounds  stated  in  the  opinion  of  the  court.  There  is  one, 
however,  which  seems  to  me  glaringly  erroneous  and  unavoid- 
ably prejudicial.  Barnes  was  permitted  to  testify,  in  sub- 
stance: "I  was  informed,  before  the  homicide,  that  Spick 
killed  some  of  my  cattle.  Boni  Lombard  informed  me." 
So  far  as  this  tended  to  arouse  belief  in  the  jury  that  de- 
fendant, at  some  remote  period,  had  been  guilty  of  killing 
cattle,  it  was  mere  vilification,  and  a  most  unworthy  and  im- 
proper method  of  prejudicing  the  accused,  in  a  case  of  much 
doubt  as  to  whether  he  was  the  person  who  among  all  the 
vicinage  committed  the  obvious  homicide.  Paulson  v.  State, 
118  Wis.  89,  94  N.  W.  771.  Conceding,  however,  as  my 
brethren  think,  that  no  such  improper  purpose  moved  the 
introduction  of  the  evidence,  and  that  its  sole  purpose  was 
to  prove  animosity  in  defendant  toward  deceased  either  as  an 
informer  against  him  or  as  the  custodian  of  his  guilty  se- 
cret, the  error  and  prejudice  are  no  less  clear.  Then  the  only 
possible  material  facts  are  that  accused  knew  or  suspected 
that  Lombard  had  the  knowledge  or  had  gi^^n  the  informa- 
tion. But  there  is  no  word  of  evidence  that  accused  either 
knew  or  had  any  ground  of  suspicion  of  such  facts.  The 
only  ground  suggested  by  the  prosecution,  or  in  the  court's 
opinion,  is  that  his  own  guilty  consciousness  would  lead  him 
to  such  suspicion.  But  this  leaps  the  very  gap  which  I  think 
insuperable.  He  could  have  no  such  consciousness  unless  he 
in  fact  killed  the  cattle.  That  he  did  so  there  is  absolutely 
no  evidence,  except  the  objectionable  testimony  of  Barnes 
that  Lombard  told  the  latter  so — pure  hearsay  and  there- 
fore necessarily  inadmissible.  O'Toole  v.  State,  106  Wis. 
18,  80  N,  W.  916 ;  Campbell  v.  State,  111  Wis.  152,  160,  86 
IT.  W.  866;  Baker  v.  St^Jte,  120  Wis.  136,  149,  97  N.  W. 
566. 

The  argument  in  the  court's  opinion  that  admissibility  of 
hearsay  evidence  may  sometimes  be  sustained  by  peculiar 
facts,  as  to  which  great  deference  is  due  the  trial  court's  de- 
cision, is  met,  primarily,  by  the  circumstances  that  there 
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were  neither  facts  nor  evidence  for  the  judicial  mind  to  act 
on  to  justify  hearsay  testimony  of  the  only  facts  from  ^ich 
animosity  against  the  accused,  or  desire  to  put  him  out  of 
existence,  could  be  inferred.  Another  obstacle  to  the  effi- 
cacy of  such  argument  is,  however,  that  the  trial  court  made 
no  such  decision,  as  the  record  affirmatively  discloses.  He 
admitted  the  objectionable  testimony,  not  on  any  circum- 
stances thought  to  justify  hearsay,  but  on  the  ground  that 
^'it  is  allowable  to  prove  additional  crimes  .  .  .  sometimes 
to  show  motive."  That,  however,  has  no  relation  to  remote 
crimes,  not  connected  with  the  one  charged,  and  so  dissimilar 
as  to  have  no  tendency  to  evince  persistent  similar  special 
intent.  Killing  A.'s  cattle  years  before*  has  no  tendency  to 
prove  the  special  intent  in  killing  B. ;  nor  is  it  admissible  in 
proof  of  motive.  Baker  v.  State,  120  Wis.  135,  145,  97 
N.  W.  666;  Standard  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Slot,  121  Wis.  14,  19,  98 
N.  W.  923,  1016 ;  People  v.  Molineux,  168  N.  Y.  264,  297, 
61  N.  E.  286.  Thus  the  trial  court  has  conclusively  certified 
that  he  in  fact  proceeded  upon  an  erroneous  conception  of  law, 
and  has  excluded  the  palliation  for  his  admission  of  this  evi- 
dence so  laboriously  invented  in  the  opinion  of  the  court. 

I  cannot  avoid  the  conclusion  that  in  the  respect  men- 
tioned error  was  committed,  obviously  prejudicial  to  accused, 
and  must  dissent  from  the  affirmance  of  the  conviction. 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.|  ooncutB  in  the  foregoing  dissenting 
opinion. 
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PsiN8ix>W;  Plaintiff  in  error,  V8.  Ths  Stltb,  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  15— June  $,  1909. 

Embegzlement  of  money:  Evidence:  Variance:  Demand,  when  nee- 

eseary:  New  trial:  Supreme  court. 

1.  There  is  no  material  variance  between  an  information  charging 

embezzlement  of  sixty  dollars  in  money  and  proof  that  defend- 
ant received  a  check  for  a  larger  sum  in  payment  of  sixty  dol- 
lars upon  a  debt  to  a  corporation  of  which  he  was  president; 
that  he  paid  the  difference  to  the  debtor  and  deposited  the 
check  in  a  bank  in  his  own  name;  and  that  he  afterwards  drew 
the  money  from  the  bank. 

2.  Proof  of  a  demand  for  money  alleged  to  have  been  embezzled 

is  necessary  only  where  a  demand  is  necessary  to  show  the 
fraudulent  conversion  embraced  in  the  offense. 

3.  Sec  4719,  Stats.  (1898),  vests  in  the  supreme  court  a  broad  and 

liberal  discretion  in  ordering  a  new  trial  in  criminal  actions 
where  the  Justice  of  the  case  demands. 

4.  A  new  trial  is  directed  by  the  supreme  court  although  it  had 

been  denied  by  the  trial  court,  in  a  prosecution  for  embezzle- 
ment, where  the  only  evidence  of  fraudulent  conversion  was 
defendant's  failure  to  report  the  collection  of  money  for  a  cor- 
poration of  which  he  was  president,  and  it  appeared  that 
shortly  after  he  collected  it  he  applied  the  money,  together  with 
some  of  his  own,  upon  an  obligation  of  the  company,  and  evi- 
dence discovered  after  the  trial  would  have  tended  to  prove 
that  at  tt»  time  in  question  the  corporation  was  largely  in- 
debted to  him. 

Ekbob  to  review  a  judgmwtf  of  the  circuit  court  for  Fond 
du  Lac  county :  Chestbb  A.  Fowlbb,  Circuit  Judge.  Re- 
versed. 

The  plaintiff  in  error,  F.  0.  Prinelow,  hereinafter  called 
defendant,  was  tried  in  the  circuit  court  for  Fond  du  Lac 
county  upon  an  information  charging  him  with  having  on 
the  24th  day  of  November,  1906,  in  the  county  of  Fond  du 
Lac,  embezzled  $60  in  money,  the  property  of  the  Prinslow 
&  Watson  Implepient  Company,   a   domestic  corporation. 
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whose  principal  office  was  in  the  city  of  Fond  du  Lac,  in 
said  county.  The  jury  returned  a  verdict  of  guilty  in  the 
manner  and  form  charged  in  the  information.  Motions 
were  made  in  arrest  of  judgment  and  for  a  new  trial,  which 
were  denied,  and  the  defendant  sentenced  to  be  punished  by 
payment  of  a  fine  of  $150,  together  with  costs  of  prosecu- 
tion, and  in  default  of  payment  to  be  imprisoned  in  the 
county  jail  of  Fond  du  Lac  county  until  said  fine  and  costs 
be  paid,  not  to  exceed  a  period  of  six  months. 

Among  other  grounds  for  a  new  trial  is  assigned  newly  dis- 
covered evidence,  and  several  affidavits  were  used  upon  the 
motion  tending  to  show  that  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  em- 
bezzlement the  Prinslow  &  Watson  Implement  Company  was 
indebted  to  the  defendant  in  a  large  sum  of  money;  that 
Upon  an  account  stated  between  defendant  and  the  Prins- 
low &  Watson  Implement  Company  covering  a  period  from 
July  3,  1906,  to  and  including  January  6,  1907,  said  ac- 
count showed  a  balance  in  favor  of  defendant  against  said 
company  of  $2,628.07;  that  on  the  9th  day  of  February, 
1907,  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  of  defendant  was  duly  ap- 
pointed and  an  action  brought  by  said  trustee  against  the 
Prinslow  &  Watson  Implement  Company  to  recover  the  sum 
of  $2,628.07,  and  said  action  settled  by  the  payment  of  $100 
to  the  trustee  on  December  14,  1907,  and  that  it  was  insisted 
and  claimed  in  said  action  that  the  Prinslow  &  Watson  Im- 
plement Company  was  indebted  to  the  defendant  at  the  time 
he  was  adjudged  a  bankrupt  in  the  sum  of  $2,628.07,  but 
that  it  was  believed  said  company  was  insolvent  and  that  a 
judgment  against  it  could  not  be  collected,  and  therefore  a 
settlement  was  made  for  $100.  It  further  appears  from 
the  affidavits  that  during  the  period  from  July  3,  1906,  to 
January  5,  1907,  the  defendant  was  not  indebted  to  said 
company  in  any  sum  upon  settlement  of  accounts  between 
them.  Other  facts  are  set  up  in  the  affidavits  tending  to 
show  that  due  diligence  was  used  to  discover  the  facts  in  ref- 
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«rence  to  said  indebtedness  and  condition  of  accounts  between 
defendant  and  said  Prinslow  &  Watson  Implement  Company, 
and  also  with  reference  to  the  suit  brought  by  the  trustee  in 
bankruptcy  of  the  defendant  against  said  Prinslow  &  Wat- 
son Implement  Company,  but  that  at  the  time  of  trial  de- 
fendant and  his  counsel  were  wholly  ignorant  of  these  facts 
and  did  not  discover  them  until  after  verdict.  The  affidavits 
further  show  that  defendant  was  a  man  of  very  little  educa- 
tion, had  no  knowledge  of  bookkeeping,  and  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  keeping  of  the  books  of  the  Prinslow 
&  Watson  Implement  Company,  and  that  none  of  the  entries 
were  made  by  him ;  that  the  newly  discovered  evidence  would 
have  had  controlling  influence  upon  the  jury,  strongly  tend- 
ing to  produce  a  verdict  of  not  guilty. 

Execution  was.  stayed,  and  defendant  removed  the  record 
here  by  writ  of  error. 

Maurice  McKenna,  for  the  plaintiff  in  error. 
For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Ati&r- 
ney  Oeneral  and  F.  T,  Tucker,  assistant  attorney  general, 
and  oral  aigument  by  Mr.  Tucker. 

Kebwik,  J.  The  defendant  at  the  time  of  trial  was  a  mar- 
ried man,  thirty-seven  years  of  age,  bom  in  Fond  du  Lac 
<x>unty,  Wisconsin,  where  he  had  lived  all  his  life.  He  seems 
to  have  borne  a  good  reputation,  at  least  up  to  about  the  time 
•of  the  alleged  offense.  The  Prinslow  &  Watson  Implement 
Company  named  in  the  information  was  incorporated  in 
July,  1906,  August  Prinslow  being  vice-president,  J.  N.  Wat- 
son secretary  and  treasurer,  and  the  defendant  president, 
which  office  he  held  until  January  3,  1907,  at  which  time  he 
was  forced  into  voluntary  bankruptcy. 

1.  It  is  first  assigned  as  error  that  the  proof  does  not  sup- 
port the  charge.  The  information  charged  the  embezzle- 
ment of  $60  in  money,  and  it  is  claimed  that  the  proof  was 
predicated  upon  the  receipt  by  the  defendant  and  conversion 
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of  what  was  known  ae  a  "milk  check"  for  the  sum  of  $68.93, 
drawn  by  one  Peter  Stephany  to  the  order  of  one  J.  P. 
Bierschbach.  This  check  was  delivered  to  the  defendant  in 
payment  of  $60  upon  an  indebtedness  of  the  holder  of  the 
check  to  the  Prinslow  &  Watson  Implement  Company,  the 
defendant  paying  the  balance  of  the  amount  of  the  check, 
$8.93,  to  the  holder.  The  defendant  then  deposited  the  milk 
check  in  the  bank  and  received  the  value  of  it,  $68.93,  so 
that  he  did  in  fact  shortly  after  receipt  of  the  check  get  into 
his  possession  the  value  of  the  check,  and,  if  he  was  guilty  of 
embezzlement  by  the  transaction,  he  embezzled  the  money  to 
the  amount  of  $60,  proceeds  of  the  check,  less  the  $8.93  paid 
by  him  to  the  holder.  Before  the  check  was  cashed  by  the 
defendant  he  had  an  interest  in  it  to  the  extent  of  $8.93  and 
the  corporation  $60.  The  defendant  deposited  the  check  in 
his  own  name  with  otjier  money,  and  during  the  month  drew 
the  money  out  of  the  bank.  He  admits  that  he  had  the  $60 
and  paid  it  upon  a  check  for  $100,73  drawn  by  the  company, 
paying  the  balance  of  the  check,  $40.73,  out  of  his  own 
money.  It  is  clear,  we  think,  that  there  was  no  material 
variance  between  the  information  and  the  proof,  because 
upon  the  evidence,  if  any  embezzlement  were  committed,  it 
was  under  the  proof  an  embezzlement  of  money.  Secor  t\ 
State,  118  Wis.  621,  95  N.  W.  942;  Comm.  v.  Oateley,  126 
Mass.  52 ;  People  v.  Ilanaw,  107  Mich.  337,  66  K  W.  231. 
2.  Error  is  assigned  because  no  demand  was  shown  for 
the  money  alleged  to  have  been  embezzled.  The  crime  of 
embezzlement  embraces  the  fraudulent  conversion  of  the 
property  embezzled,  and  where  it  is  necessary  to  make  a  de- 
mand in  order  to  establish  a  conversion  a  demand  is  neces- 
sary. Sec.  4418,  Stats.  (1898)  ;  Kossdkowshi  v.  People,  177 
111.  563,  63  N.  E.  115 ;  Fitzgerald  v.  State,  60  N.  J.  Law, 
475,  14  Atl.  746 ;  State  v.  Reynolds,  65  K  J.  Law,  424,  47 
Atl.  644;  Secor  v.  State,  118  Wis.  621,  96  N.  W.  942;  Dix 
V,  State,  89  Wis.  250,  61  N.  W.  760;  State  v,  Heideri;  139 
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Wis.  619,  121  N.  W.  138.  Sec.  4419,  Stats,  (1898),  which 
makes  "the  refusal  or  wilful  neglect  of  any  officer  or  other 
person"  to  pay  over  money  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  em- 
bezzlement thereof,  is  relied  upon,  by  the  plaintiff.  This 
statute  manifestly  has  reference  to  cases  where  a  demand  is 
necessary,  and  in  that  event  the  statute  makes  the  demand 
only  prima  facie  evidence  of  embezzlement,  leaving  the  ques- 
tion of  fraudulent  conversion  and  proof  respecting  embezzle- 
ment undisturbed  in  cases  where  no  demand  has  been  made. 
It  is  the  fraudulent  conversion  of  the  money  that  constitutes 
the  offense,  and  that  may  be  proved  without  a  demand. 
People  V.  Ward,  134  Cal.  301,  66  Pac.  372 ;  Wallis  v.  State, 
54  Ark.  611,  16  S.  W.  821. 

3.  Error  is  also  assigned  on  refusal  of  motion  for  a  new 
trial.  Aside  from  the  newly  discovered  evidence  set  up  in 
the  motion  for  a  new  trial,  the  evidence  of  embezzlement  is 
exceedingly  weak.  Practically  the  only  evidence  upon  the 
question  of  fraudulent  conversion  is  the  failure  to  report 
the  collection  of  the  $60,  which  failure  was  explained  by  the 
defendant.  Moreover/ the  evidence  shows  that  the  defendant 
was  endeavoring  to  meet  the  obligation  of  the  company,  which 
at  the  time  was  in  a  rather  straitened  financial  condition. 
He  applied  the  $60  collected  on  an  obligation  of  the  company 
shortly  after  he  collected  it,  together  with  $40.73  of  his  own 
money.  Besides,  had  the  newly  discovered  evidence  been 
before  the  jury,  it  would  at  least  have  strongly  tended  to 
prove  that  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  embezzlement  the  Prins- 
low &  Watson  Implement  Company  was  indebted  to  the  de- 
fendant on  accoimt  in  a  large  amount,  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, together  with  the  other  evidence,  it  is  difficult 
to  see  how  the  jury  could  have  convicted  the  defendant.  We 
therefore  think  that  upon  the  whole  record  the  court  below 
should  have  granted  a  new  trial.  Sec.  4719,  Stats.  (1898), 
provides  that  the  circuit  court  may  grant  a  new  trial  "for 
any  cause  for  which  by  law  a  new  trial  may  be  granted  or 
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when  it  shall  appear  to  the  court  that  justice  has  not  been 
done,  and  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  court  maj  di- 
rect."    This  section  further  provides : 

"When  an  application  for  a  new  trial  under  this  section 
shall  be  refused  a  writ  of  error  shall,  on  the  application  of 
the  defendant,  be  issued  from  the  supreme  court  to  bring  such 
matter  before  it ;  and  upon  such  writ  the  supreme  court  shall 
have  the  power  to  review  the  order  refusing  to  grant  a  new 
trial  and  render  such  judgment  thereon  as  it  may  deem 
proper." 

This  statute  vests  in  this  court  a  broad  and  liberal  dis- 
eretion  in  ordering  a  new  trial  when  the  justice  of  the  case 
demands.  In  Loner gan  v.  State,  111  Wia.  453,  466,  87  N.  W. 
455,  456,  this  court  said: 

"In  criminal  cases,  and  especially  in  a  prosecution  for  a 
capital  offense,  the  defendant  has  a  clear  right  to  have  his 
guilt  determined  by  the  court  as  well  as  by  the  jury.  *If  the 
verdict  does  not  satisfy  the  conscience  of  the  judge,  the  pris- 
oner is  entitled  to  a  new  trial.'  The  accused  has  the  right 
to  have  Hhe  solenm  opinion  of  the  judge  who  tried  the  cause, 
after  a  careful  hearing  of  all  that  may  be  alleged  against  its 
justice,  that  it  ought  to  stand.'  Ohms  v.  State,  49  Wis.  415, 
5  N.  W,  827.  Not  only  has  he  this  right  to  the  solemn  judg- 
ment of  the  trial  judge,  but  he  has  also  the  right  upon  writ  of 
error,  if  the  question  is  properly  presented  by  the  record,  to 
demand  the  deliberate  opinion  and  judgment  of  this  court 
upon  the  question  whether  his  guilt  was  sufficiently  proven." 

Error  is  assigned  upon  the  charge.  As  to  whether  or  not 
there  is  reversible  error  in  the  charge  the  members  of  this 
<iourt  are  not  agreed.  Since  the  question  presented  under 
this  head  is  not  likely  to  arise  upon  another  trial,  we  shall  re- 
frain from  discussing  it.  We  are  of  opinion  that  justice  de- 
mands that  a  new  trial  should  be  granted. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  is  reversed,  and  the  cause 
remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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Maxklst,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  Thb  Stats^  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  15--June  $,  1909, 

JntoxicaHnff  liquors:  Sale  toithout  license:  Evidence:  Readinff  to 

jury:  Consent. 

1.  A  convlctioB  of  selling  intoxicating  liquors  without  a  license  is 

held  te  be  sustained  liy  the  evidence  in  this  case. 

2.  After  retiring,  the  jury  returned  into  court  announcing  a  dis- 

agreement upon  a  certain  point.  Counsel  for  the  defendant  sug- 
gested that  the  testimony  of  the  complaining  witness  on  that 
point  was  undisputed  and  consented  that  it  be  read,  but,  after 
the  court  had  ordered  it  read,  asked  to  have  all  the  other  evi- 
dence read,  and  on  refusal  thereof  by  the  court  objected  to  the 
reading  of  the  testimony  first  mentioned.  Held,  that  it  was  not 
error  to  permit  the  reading  of  such  testimony,  counsel  for  de- 
fendant having  himself  invited  it 

EsBOB  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Rich- 
land counly:  Qxobob  CLEMSNTSONy  Circuit  Judge.  Af^ 
firmed* 

L.  H.  Bancroft,  for  the  plaintiff  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the 
brief  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral  and  A.  0.  Titvs,  assistant  at- 
torney general 

TiHLHf,  J.  The  plaintiff  in  error  contends  that  the  ver- 
dict is  contrary  to  the  evidence  given  upon  the  trial,  and  that 
the  court  erred  in  its  instructions  to  the  jury  and  in  per- 
mitting the  court  reporter  to  read  to  the  jury  from  his  notes 
the  testimony  of  the  complaining  witness.  The  plaintiff  in 
error  was  charged  with  having,  on  August  30,  1908,  sold  in- 
toxicating liquors  and  drinks  to  one  Thomas  Mead  without 
having  first  obtained  a  license.  The  evidence  on  the  part  of 
the  state  consisted  of  an  admission  by  the  plaintiff  in  error 
that  he  had  no  license,  and  the  testimony  of  Thomas  Mead, 
a  boy  sixteen  years  old,  to  the  effect  that  he  was  at  the  place 
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in  question,  which  was  formerly  and  up  to  about  July  7, 
1908,  a  licensed  saloon,  at  three  different  times  on  August 
30,  1908;  once  in  the  forenoon  about  10  o'clock  and  once 
about  noon,  and  the  third  time  in  the  afternoon.  At  thi& 
third  visit,  which  was  on  his  return  from  a  baseball  game,  he 
claims  to  have  received  from  plaintiff  in  error  a  drink  and 
also  a  half  pint  of  whisky.  His  testimony  is  somewhat  un- 
certain. In  one  place  he  testifies  that  he  called  for  a  half  a 
pint  of  Red  Top  whisky  right  in  the  presence  of  Adam  Mark- 
ley,  Robert  Ferguson,  and  Perry  Poole.  Immediately  in 
connection  with  this  he  testifies : 

"I  told  Jim,  and  Jim  told  Ad.  Jim  and  I  walked  up  from 
the  ball  game.  Jim  Markley  he  and  I  walked  up  from  the 
ball  game  together,  and  I  told  him  as  I  walked  up  that  I 
wanted  it.  I  told  him  that  I  wanted  a  half  pint  of  Red  Top 
whisky  before  we  got  to  the  building.  I  didn't  call  for  any- 
thing in  the  building.  He  told  his  father  and  he  gave  it  to> 
ma  He  whispered  it  to  his  father  over  the  bar.  Jim  Mark- 
ley  was  there  at  the  same  time  Ferguson  and  Poole  was.  He 
went  right  on  through  the  building.  That  was  after  I  had 
this  drink.  Ad  Markley  filled  up  the  bottle  and  gave  it  to 
me  after  Jim  whispered  to  him." 

The  witness  testified  that  after  this  purchase  he  irent 
toward  the  river,  where  there  were  boys  swimming,  and  the 
evidence  is  not  disputed  that  he  had  a  bottle  of  whisky  in  his 
pocket  at  this  swimming  place,  which  some  of  the  boys  took 
out  of  his  pocket  and  carried  to  a  justice  of  the  peace.  The 
sheriff  searched  the  premises  in  question  a  day  or  two  after, 
and  the  only  intoxicating  liquor  he  found  in  the  place  was  a 
keg  of  port  wine,  which  had  been  tapped,  and  another  keg 
of  blackberry  brandy,  which  had  not  been  opened.  The 
plaintiff  in  error  denied  the  sale  to  the  oomplaining  witness, 
stating  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  saloon  room  but  cherry 
cider  and  orange  cider  and  red  and  white  pop  and  ginger 
ale  and  raspberry  on  the  day  of  the  alleged  sale  to  the  oom- 
plaining witness.     He  came  from  his  home  to  the  saloon 
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building  about  9  o'clock  on  the  day  in  question  and  remained 
there  perhaps  three  or  four  hours,  and  his  son,  James  Mark- 
ley,  Bob  Ferguson,  and  Perry  Poole  were  also  there.  He  de- 
nied that  James  Markley  whispered  to  him  over  the  bar  and 
denied  selling  or  giving  any  intoxicating  liquor  to  the  com- 
plaining witness.  James  Markley  testified  to  the  same  ef- 
fect, and  added  that  he  did  not  see  the  complaining  witness 
in  the  saloon  on  Sunday  afternoon,  that  Bob  Ferguson  and 
Perry  Poole  drank  temperance  drinks  there  that  day,  and 
that  he  was  down  to  the  ball  game  and  returned  from  the 
game  with  the  complaining  witness,  but  the  latter  did  not 
stop  at  the  saloon  building;  did  not  go  inside.  Clark  Weller 
saw  complaining  witness  around  the  saloon  building  almost 
all  day,  but  he  did  not  come  in  more  than  once,  but  this  wit- 
ness was  not  in  the  saloon  in  the  afternoon.  Adam  Markley, 
recalled,  testified  that  he  was  not  in  his  place  of  business  at 
all  on  the  day  in  question  after  the  ball  game  started.  Perry 
Poole  testified  that  he  was  in  this  saloon  building  on  the  30th 
of  August  for  a  few  minutes  with  Bob  Ferguson  and  he  got 
something  to  drink;  got  what  they  called  for,  cherry  cider. 
This  was  before  the  ball  game,  and  he  was  not  in  the  place 
after  the  ball  game.  Robert  Ferguson  was  not  in  the  place 
after  the  ball  game. 

This  is  the  substance  of  the  testimony.  Counsel  for  plaint- 
iflF  in  error  places  great  stress  on  the  testimony  of  the  com- 
plaining witness  to  the  effect  that  Ferguson  and  Poole  were 
in  the  saloon  building  when  he  bought  this  bottle  of  whisky, 
and  assumes  this  is  a  very  damaging  statement.  We  do  not 
share  in  this  view  of  the  evidence.  At  one  of  the  three  visits 
of  the  complaining  witness  in  the  saloon  on  that  day  these 
two  men  were  present,  and  the  jury  might  well  have  found 
that  the  complaining  witness  was  mistaken  as  to  which  time. 
There  is  no  doubt  a  question  of  veracity  between  the  com- 
plaining witness  on  one  side  and  the  two  Markleys  on  the 
other,  but  that  was  for  the  jury  under  all  circumstances. 
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After  the  jury  had  retired  and  had  been  some  time  in  de- 
liberation they  returned  into  court  and  announced  that  they 
had  not  agreed  upon  a  verdict,  and  reported  that  the  disagree- 
ment was  concerning  the  time  of  day  at  which  the  unlawful 
sale  was  suppose(]r  to  have  been  made.  The  court  indulged  in 
some  comments  to  the  effect  that  his  own  memory  was  uncer- 
tain in  that  respect,  and  the  coimsel  for  plaintiff  in  error  sug- 
gested thao  the  undisputed  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
plainant was  that  he  bought  the  liquor  at  his  third  visit  to 
the  saloon  building  in  the  afternoon,  after  coming  from  the 
ball  game,  and  consented  that  'Hhe  testimony  should  be  read." 
The  court  thereupon  ordered  the  reporter  to  read  the  testi- 
mony of  the  complaining  witness.  Counsel  for  plaintiff  in 
error  requested  the  court  to  "permit  the  other  evidence  to  be 
read."  The  court  answered:  "No;  I  will  not.  You  said 
the  testimony  of  that  boy  was  undisputed.  I  do  not  recall 
that  the  boy  said  that  this  whisky  was  got  after  the  ball  game, 
but  I  did  not  want  to  say  so  before.  Now  you  may  read  the 
testimony."  Defendant  objected  to  the  reading  of  such  tes- 
timony. The  testimony  of  Thomas  Mead  was  again  read  to 
the  jury  by  the  reporter.  We  see  no  error  in  this  proceed- 
ing, and  we  think  that  counsel  for  the  accused  himself  in- 
vited the  reading  of  the  testimony. 

Finding  no  reversible  error  in  the  record  the  judgment 
should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed* 
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Lum)STST7ic^  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  Statx^  Defendant  in 

error. 

May  IS—June  5,  1909. 

Habeas  corpus:  Review  of  evidence  on  preliminary  examination  r 
Complainant  need  not  l>e  examined:  Directory  statute:  Con- 
fesHon^ 

!•  Ib  a  proceeding  by  habeas  corpus  to  procure  the  discharge  of 
one  held  for  trial  after  a  preliminary  examination,  the  court 
can  only  examine  the  evidence  sufficiently  to  discover  whether 
there  was  any  substantial  ground  for  the  exercise  of  judgment 
by  the  committing  magistrate. 

2.  A  legal  preliminary  examination  may  be  had  without  calling  the 

complainant  as  a  witness,  the  provision  in  sec  4786,  Stats. 
(1898),  that  the  magistrate  shall  examine  him  being  directory 
merely. 

3.  A  confession  of  guilt  by  the  accused  may  be  received  and  con> 

sldered  by  the  examining  magistrate  in  connection  with  other 
evidence  as  tending  to  prove  that  an  offense  has  been  com- 
mitted and  that  there  is  probable  cause  to  believe  the  accused 
guilty  thereof. 

4.  The  evidence  (including  the  confession)  on  the  preliminary  ex* 

amination  of  one  charged  with  murder  is  held  sufficient  to  Jus- 
tify the  magistrate  in  holding  her  for  trial. 

EsBOB  to  review  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  fbr  Milwau- 
kee county :  Obben  T.  Williams,  Circuit  Judge.     AffirmecL 

PlaintifP  in  error.  Alberta  Landstrum,  was  charged  with 
having  murdered  one  Otto  E.  Lundstrum.  The  order  sought 
to  be  reviewed  was  one  made  in  habeas  corpus  proceedings, 
and  remanded  her  to  her  former  imprisonment  under  the 
commitment  by  an  examining  magistrate. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Rubin  dc  Za- 
bel,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  B,  Rubin. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  signed  by 
A.  C,  Backus,  district  attorney,  and  Carl  Muskat,  assistant 
district  attorney,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Muskat. 
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Babnes,  J.  The  plaintiff  in  error  was  arrested  on  a 
charge  of  murder  in  the  first  degree.  A  preliminary  exami- 
nation resulted  in  her  being  held  for  trial  without  baiL  She 
seeks  discharge  from  custody  by  habeas  corpus  proceedings  on 
the  ground  that  she  was  not  legally  committed.  The  follow- 
ing reasons  are  urged  in  support  of  her  contention:  (1)  There 
was  no  legal  preliminary  examination  because  the  complain- 
ing witness  was  not  sworn  thereat;  (2)  the  evidence  offered 
at  such  examination  failed  to  establish  the  fact  that  a  crime 
Lad  been  committed;  and  (3)  an  alleged  confession  of  the 
accused  was  improperly  received  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing the  fact  that  a  crime  had  been  committed,  and,  excluding 
such  alleged  confession,  the  evidence  offered  was  wholly  in- 
adequate to  show  the  commission  of  a  crime,  or  that  there  was 
probable  cause  to  believe  that  the  accused  was  guilty  of  an 
offense. 

In  the  proceeding  before  us  this  court  can  only  examine  the 
evidence  sufficiently  to  discover  whether  there  was  any  sub- 
stantial ground  for  the  exercise  of  judgment  by  the  commit- 
ting magistrate.  If  there  was,  relief  must  be  denied.  We 
cannot  weigh  the  evidence  to  determine  whether  this  court 
would  reach  the  same  or  a  different  conclusion.  State  ex  reL 
Dwmer  v.  Huegin,  110  Wis.  189,  236,  85  N.  W.  1046. 

1.  The  contention  that  the  plaintiff  in  error  has  not  had 
a  legal  preliminary  hearing  because  the  complaining  witness 
was  not  called  to  testify  is  untenable.  This  question  was  be- 
fore this  court  in  Emery  v.  State,  92  Wis.  146,  154,  65  N.  W. 
"848,  and  it  was  there  decided  that  the  provision  of  see.  4786, 
Stats.  (1898),  requiring  the  magistrate  holding  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  to  examine  the  complaipant,  was  directory 
only,  and  that  a  legal  examination  could  be  had  without  call- 
ing such  party  as  a  witness.  We  feel  no  hesitancy  in  say- 
ing that  the  case  was  correctly  decided. 

2.  We  do  not  decide  in  this  case  that  the  fact  that  a  crime 
has  been  committed  may  not  be  established  on  a  preliminary 
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ezaminatioif  solely  by  evidence  of  a  confession  of  guilt  by  the 
accused  of  the  crime  with  which  he  has  been  charged.  Soma 
courts  hold  that  a  confession  is  not  sufficient  in  itself  to  show 
the  commission  of  an  offense.  We  entertain  no  doubt  that 
a  confession  may  be  received  and  considered  by  the  exam- 
ining magistrate  in  connection  with  other  evidence  as  proof 
tending  to  show  that  an  offense  has  been  committed  and  that 
there  is  probable  cause  to  believe  the  accused  guilty  thereof. 
12  Oyc  311 ;  People  v.  Cokahnour,  120  Cal.  253,  52  Pac. 
505;  U.  8.  V.  Bloomgcurt,  2  Ben.  356,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  14,612. 
The  ease  of  Ex  parte  Patterson,  50  Tex.  Crim.  271,  95  S.  W. 
1061,  relied  on  by  counsel  for  plaintiff  in  error,  recognizes 
the  rule  that  a  "confession  may  be  used  to  assist  in  making 
out  the  corpus  delicti/* 

3.  It  was  clearly  established  that  the  decedent  met  his 
death  as  the  result  of  gunshot  wounds,  and  the  only  question 
upon  which  there  could  be  any  doubt  was  whether  the  evi- 
dence was  sufficient  to  negative  the  idea  that  they  might  have 
been  self-inflicted.  The  evidence  showed  that  one  of  the 
wounds  was  almost  instantly  fatal,  the  pulmonary  artery  hav- 
ing been  severed.  The  inference,  to  say  the  least,  was  quite 
strong  that  the  other  wound  was  made  after  the  fatal  shot 
was  fired.  It  was  in  a  position  and  the  ball  followed  a  di- 
rection that  would  almost  conclusively  demonstrate  that  the 
party  who  discharged  the  gun  was  not  trying  to  commit  sui- 
cide. Perhaps  it  would  not  be  impossible  for  a  suicide  to 
disdiarge  the  revolver  in  the  way  in  which  it  must  have  been 
discharged  in  order  to  produce  the  wound,  but  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  very  improbable.  The  accused  was  found  in  the 
room  with  the  deceased  almost  immediately  after  the  shots 
were  fired.  She  stated  that  he  shot  himself.  When  asked 
where  the  revolver  was,  she  said  she  did  not  know,  and  it  re- 
quired considerable  searching  on  the  part  of  the  police  officers 
io  find  it ;  it  being  finally  located  behind  a  door,  where  it  was 
•cyidently  placed  by  some  one  aside  from  the  deceased.     In 
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addition  to  this,  a  week  after  the  homicide  the  accused  stated 
to  an  apparently  disinterested  person,  without  any  sugges- 
tion on  his  part :  ''Just  think,  a  week  ago  today  at  this  time 
I  shot  Otto."  The  first  name  of  the  decedent  was  Otto.  Un- 
explained, this  statement  would  naturally  be  understood  to 
refer  only  to  Otto  Lundstrum.  Taking  all  of  these  facts  into 
account,  and  bearing  in  mind  the  rule  that  this  court  can 
only  examine  the  evidence  sufficiently  to  discover  whether 
there  was  any  substantial  ground  for  the  exercise  of  judg- 
ment by  the  committing  magistrate,  we  must  hold  that  the 
order  of  the  circuit  court  refusing  to  discharge  the  prisoner 
should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — Order  affirmed. 


CASES  DETERMINED 


▲T  THB 


August  Term,  1909. 


State  bx  bel.  Kobthsbn  Pacific  Ra.il way  Company,  Ap- 
pellant, vs.  Bailboad  Commission  of  Wisconsin  and 
otherSy  Bespondents. 

March  Sl-^ctoher  5,  1909. 

Railroads:  Power$  of  Railroad  Oommiasion:  Btafufe$  eonstrued: 
Crossing  of  tracks:  Fixing  place:  Safety  devices:  Apportion- 
ment of  expense:  Condemnation  proceedings:  Compensation  to 
senior  road,  what  to  include:  Constitutional  law:  Power  to 
amend  charters:  Vested  property  rights:  Police  power:  Delega- 
tion of  legislative  power:  Judicial  power:  Review  of  orders  of 
Railroad  Commission, 

1.  Ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  and  partlcalarly  sec.  1797 — 66,  Stats^  Tests 

In  the  Railroad  OommiBslon  power  to  determine  the  point  at 
which,  as  well  as  the  manner  in  which,  the  track  of  one  rail- 
road shall  be  crossed  by  that  of  another;  and  the  question  of 
compensation  only  is  left  to  the  commissioners  appointed  by 
the  conrt  nnder  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898). 

2.  The  law  as  it  before  existed  respecting  the  right  of  a  railroad 

company  to  designate  its  route  was  not  abrogated  by  ch.  454, 
Laws  of  1907. 

3.  The  power  of  the  state  to  alter  or  repeal  existing  charters  of 

corporations  cannot  be  used  to  take  away  property  or  rights 
which  have  become  vested  under  a  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
powers  granted  by  a  charter. 

4.  A  railway  company  which  constructed  its  road  while  a  statute 

(sabd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  1898)  was  in  force  under  which,  as 
at  common  law,  it  could  not  be  required  to  pay  any  part  of  the 
expense  of  making  and  maintaining  any  subsequent  crossing 
of  its  track  by  the  track  of  another  railway,  acquired  thereby 

Vou  140—10 
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a  vested  property  right  which  cannot  he  taken  for  the  benefit  of 
another  company  without  compensation,  in  the  exercise  of  the 
reserved  right  to  alter  or  amend  charters. 

5.  To  compel  the  senior  railway  company  to  pay  any  part  of  the 

expense  occasioned  by  the  crossing  of  its  road  by  the  junior 
company  would  be  a  taking  of  the  property  of  the  former;  and 
such  a  taking  without  compensation  to  the  senior  company 
would  not  be  a  reasonable  or  valid  exercise  of  the  police  power. 

6.  Sec.  1797 — 56,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  464), — relating  to  cross- 

ings of  railway  tracks  thereafter  made,  and  providing  that 
the  Railroad  Commission  may  prescribe  the  protective  appli- 
ances to  be  maintained  at  such  crossings  and  fix  the  propor- 
tion of  the  expense  of  constructing,  operating,  and  maintaining 
such  a  crossing  and  protective  appliances  which  shall  be  paid 
by  the  owners  of  said  tracks  respectively, — ^may  reasonably  be 
so  construed  as  not  to  require  the  Commission  to  Impose  any 
part  of  the  expense  of  the  crossing  upon  the  senior  road  which 
would  result  in  a  taking  of  its  property  without  compensation; 
and  in  support  of  the  validity  of  the  statute  it  should  be  so 
construed. 

7.  When,  pursuant  to  sec.  1797 — 56,  the  Railroad  Commission  im- 

poses upon  the  senior  road  a  part  of  the  expense  of  construct- 
ing, operating,  and  maintaining  a  crossing  of  its  tracks  and 
the  prescribed  protective  appliances,  the  senior  road  is  entitled 
to  recover  in  the  condemnation  proceedings  before  commis- 
sioners appointed  by  the  court  (under  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats. 
1898)  all  damages  suffered  by  it  by  reason  of  the  crossing.  In- 
cluding damages  on  account  of  the  burden  or  expense  so  im- 
posed upon  it  by  the  Commission. 

8.  This  provision  of  sec.  1797 — 56,  that  the  Railroad  Commission 

may  apportion  the  expense  of  the  crossing,  is  not  a  delegation 
of  legislative  power,  or  a  vesting  of  judicial  power  in  the  Com- 
mission. 

9.  An  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  will  not  be  disturbed  by 

the  courts  unless  it  is  unlawful  or  unreasonable. 
10.  An  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  apportioning  the  expense 
of  a  crossing,  pursuant  to  sec.  1797 — 56,  should  leave  the  amount 
of  damages  occasioned  by  the  crossing  to  be  fixed  by  the  com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  court  in  the  condemnation  proceed- 
ings under  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898). 

Ttr  Mabshall,  J.,  cwMmrring: 

1.  The  right,  in  a  general  sense,  to  construct  a  railroad  is  referable 
to  the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  under 
sees.  1797—43  to  1797—53,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  454). 
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2.  The  right  to  cross  the  tracks  of  a  senior  railroad  Is  referable  to 

subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898). 

3.  The  right  to  take  the  property  of  the  senior  road  at  the  point  of 

crossing  is  referable  to  said  subd.  6,  sec.  1828. 

4.  Authority  to  locate  the  place  of  crossing  is  referable  to  the  im- 

plied power  of  the  Railroad  Commission  under  sees.  1797 — 54 
to  1797 — 56,  and  the  general  spirit  of  the  act  of  1907,  super- 
seding by  necessary  inference  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898), 
on  that  subject. 

5.  The  manner  of  constructing  the  railroad,  Including  the  manner 

of  making  the  crossing  with  its  accessories,  and  the  establish- 
ing of  status  in  respect  thereto  to  be  dealt  with  in  condemna- 
tion proceedings,  is  referable  to  the  decision  of  the  Railroad 
OommiSBlon  under  sees.  1797 — 64  to  1797 — 56. 

€.  The  manner  of  acquiring  property  for  the  purposes  of  the  road, 
including  that  of  any  other  road  at  the  crossing,  is  referable 
to  sees.  1845-1851,  and  such  other  parts  of  ch.  87,  Stats.  (1898), 
as  bear  on  the  subject,  the  proceedings  to  that  end  to  be  sub- 
sequent to  the  determination  by  the  Railroad  Commission  under 
sees.  1797—54  to  1797—56. 

7.  The  commissioners  in  condemnation  proceedings  are  required 
to  deal  with  the  situation  created  by  the  determination  afore- 
said making  the  owner  of  the  senior  road  good  by  an  award 
of  a  money  equivalent  for  such  appropriation  of  its  property 
rights  as  shall  be  contemplated  in  view  of  such  determination, 
including  the  cost  of  such  grading,  rails,  frogs,  switches,  and 
other  appliances  used  in  constructing  and  maintaining  the 
crossing,  and  maintaining  and  operating  safety  appliances,  as 
Bhall  be  preliminarily  entailed  upon  it  in  view  of  such  deter- 
mination. 

Barnes,  X,  and  Winslow,  C.  J.,  dissenting,  are  of  the  opinion: 

1.  So  much  of  sec.  1797 — 56,  Stats.,  as  empowers  the  Railroad  Com- 

mission to  require  the  senior  company  to  bear  any  portion  of 
the  expense  of  constructing  a  crossing  proper  is  void  because 
it  deprives  the  company  of  its  property  without  due  process 
of  law;  but  the  invalidity  of  this  particular  provision  does  not 
affect  the  remaining  portion  of  the  act. 

2.  An  order  of  the  Commission,  not  imposing  upon  the  senior  com- 

pany, any  part  of  the  expense  of  constructing  the  orosi<ing 
proper,  but  requiring  it  to  defray  one  half  of  the  expense  of 
maintenance,  is  not  erroneous  in  the  absence  of  anything  to 
show  that  such  latter  expense  was  a  material  Item  or  that  the 
half  thereof  would  exceed  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  road  at 
that  point  had  no  crossing  been  made. 
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3.  Whether  a  crossing  already  exists  or  Is  to  be  made,  the  state.  In 

the  exercise  of  Its  police  power,  may  require  that  It  be  safe- 
guarded by  protective  appliances,  such  as  mterlocklng  plants, 
whenever  In  the  exercise  of  reasonable  judgment  such  devices 
art  deemed  to  be  required  for  the  public  safety  or  convenience, 
and  may  make  any  reasonable  apportionment  of  the  expense 
between  the  roads  affected,  without  reimbursement  to  th^  senior 
company. 

4.  The  legislative  declaration  requiring  railway  companies  to  in- 

stall approved  safety  devices  whenever  necessary  to  protect 
life  or  facilitate  commerce  is  Implied  in  the  language  of  ch.  454, 
Laws  of  1907,  and  in  view  thereof  the  delegation  of  power  to 
the  Railroad  Commission  to  determine  the  fact  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  such  devices  at  a  given  point,  and  to  apportion  the 
expense  thereof.  Is  valid. 

8.  Sea  1797 — ^56,  Stats.,  should  not  be  construed  as  giving  the  senior 
company  any  right  to  recover  from  the  Junior,  in  condemna- 
tion proceedings  or  otherwise,  the  amount  apportioned  to  and 
paid  by  such  senior  company  for  the  construction  or  mainte- 
nance of  safety  devices  at  a  crossing. 

6.  There  is  no  limitation  on  the  right  of  the  legislature^  under 
sec.  1,  art.  XI,  Const,  to  repeal  corporate  charters,  except  the 
consciences  of  the  legislators,  and  no  limitation  on  the  right 
of  amendment,  except  the  XlVth  amendment  to  the  federal 
constitution. 

Apptbal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county :  E.  Eat  Stevens^  Circuit  Judge.  Modified  and  af- 
firmed. 

This  is  a  certiorari  proceeding  brought  by  the  relator, 
Northern  Pacific  Railway  Company,  to  set  aside  and  declare 
invalid  an  ordof  made  by  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wis- 
consin. The  matter  was  heard  in  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county  upon  a  petition,  writ  of  certiorari,  and  return  thereto, 
and  judgment  was  entered  by  the  court  below  affirming  the 
order  of  the  Railroad  Commission,  from  which  judgment 
this  appeal  was  taken. 

It  appears  from  the  record  before  ua  that  more  than 
twenty  years  ago  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company, 
the  predecessor  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
relator  herein,  acquired  for  its  main  line  from  Ashland,  Wis- 
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consin,  to  Duluth,  Minnesota,  and  from  Ashland  to  the  Pa- 
cific coast,  a  right  of  way  across  the  northwest  quarter  of  sec- 
tion 2,  township  42  north,  of  range  14  west,  and  also  a  ri^t 
of  way  for  a  spur  on  Connor's  Point,  both  in  the  city  of  Su- 
perior, Wisconsin.  Tracks  were  constructed  on  these  rights 
of  way  and  have  ever  since  been  maintained  as  a  part  of  the 
system  of  railways  owned  by  relator  and  its  predecessor. 
When  these  rights  of  way  were  acquired  and  the  tracks  con- 
structed, subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  E.  S.  1878,  defining  the  powers 
of  railroad  corporations  and  relating  to  the  crossing  of  tracks 
of  railroads,  provided : 

"To  cross,  intersect,  join  and  unite  its  railroad  with  any 
railroad  hieretofore  or  hereafter  constructed,  'at  any  point  on 
its  route  and  upon  the  grounds  of  such  railroad  corporation, 
with  the  necessary  turnouts,  sidings  and  switches  and  other 
conveniences  in  furtherance  of  the  objects  of  its  connections. 
And  every  corporation  whose  railroad  is  or  shall  be  hereafter 
interacted  by  any  new  railroad  shall  unite  with  the  owners 
of  such  new  railroad  in  forming  such  intersections  and  con- 
nections and  grant  the  facilities  aforesaid;  and  if  the  two 
corporations  cannot  agree  upon  the  amoimt  of  compensation 
to  be  made  therefor  or  the  points  and  manner  of  such  cross- 
ings and  connections  the  same  shall  be  ascertained  by  com- 
missioners to  be  appointed  by  the  court,  as  is  provided  in  this 
chapter  in  respect  to  acquiring  title  to  real  estate.  But  no 
corporation  which  shall  have  obtained  the  right  of  way  and 
constructed  its  road  at  the  point  of  intersection  before  the 
application  for  the  appointment  of  commissioners  may  be 
made  shall  be  required  to  alter  the  grade  or  change  the  loca- 
tion of  its  road,  or  be  required  to  bear  any  part  of  the  ex- 
pense of  making  and  maintaining  such  crossing  or  of  such 
proceed  ing.^' 

In  1907  the  legislature  of  Wisconsin  passed  ch.  454,  Laws 
of  1907,  which  contained  the  following  provision: 

"Sec.  1797 — 56.  Every  crossing  of  the  track  of  a  steam 
railroad  hereafter  made  by  the  track  of  another  steam  rail- 
road ;  and  every  crossing  of  the  track  of  an  electric  or  street 
railway  surface  road  hereafter  made  at  points  outside  the 
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limita  of  incorporated  cities  by  the  tracks  of  a  steam  railroad; 
and  every  crossing  of  the  track  of  a  steam  railroad  or  of  any 
other  electric  or  street  railway  surface  road  hereafter  made 
at  points  outside  the  limits  of  incorporated  cities  by  the  track 
of  an  electric  or  street  railway  surface  road  shall  be  above, 
below  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  proposed  to  be  crossed  as  the 
Railroad  Commission  shall  determine  after  hearing  the  par- 
ties upon  reasonable  notice  prescribed  by  said  Commission. 
In  such  determination,  said  Railroad  Commission  shall  pre- 
scribe the  kind  and  character  of  the  protective  appliances,  if 
any,  to  be  installed,  operated  and  maintained  at  such  cross- 
ings, and  they  shall  also  fix  the  proportion  of  the  expense  of 
originally  constructing,  operating  and  maintaining  such 
crossing  and  of  any  protective  appliances  prescribed  by 
them  and  the  proportion  of  the  expense  of  operating  and 
maintaining  the  same  which  shall  be  paid  by  the  owners  of 
said  tracks  respectively.  In  case  said  comniissionera  shall 
not  in  the  first  instance  require  protective  appliances  to  be  in- 
stalled at  grade  crossings  made  under  this  section,  they  shall 
after  reasonable  notice  to  and  hearing  of  the  parties,  have 
power  on  application  of  either  party  interested  in  maintain- 
ing and  operating  said  crossing,  or  on  their  own  motion  to 
require  protective  appliances  to  be  installed,  operated  and 
maintained  at  such  grade  crossings  and  to  fix  the  basis  upon 
which  the  parties  using  such  crossings  shall  bear  and  pay 
the  cost  and  expense  of  constructing,  operating  and  maintain- 
ing the  same." 

After  the  passage  of  the  foregoing  act  the  Wisconsin  £ 
Northern  Minnesota  Railway  Company  was  organized  un- 
der the  laws  of  Wisconsin,  and  obtained  from  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  WiscoTtsin  a  certificate  of  OMivenience  and 
necessity  for  the  construction  of  a  line  from  the  city  of  Su- 
perior across  the  double  tracks  of  the  relator  known  as  the 
Kewton  Avenue  line  and  across  the  track  of  the  relator  lo- 
cated on  Connor's  Point.  Thereafter  it  filed  its  plans  and 
specifications  for  the  construction  of  its  proposed  railroad. 
showing  grade  crossings  of  the  relator's  tracks.  A  hearing 
was  had  before  the  Railivad  Comm^ission,  and  the  Comtnt*- 
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sion  on  May  26,  1908,  made  an  order  whereby  it  was  deter- 
mined and  directed  that  the  crossings  be  at  grade;  that  the 
expense  of  constructing  the  crossings  be  paid  by  the  Wiseonr 
sin  £  Northern  Minnesota  Railway  Company;  that  after  the 
construction  of  the  crossings  each  company  bear  one  half  of 
the  expense  of  maintaining  and  operating  them;  that  an  in* 
terlocking,  derailing,  and  signal  system  be  pnt  in  at  the  cross- 
ing of  the  double  tracks;  and  that  each  company  bear  one 
half  of  the  expense  of  constructing,  maintaining,  and  operat- 
ing such  system.     The  relator  opposed  a  grade  crossing. 

The  evidence  shows  that,  before  the  passage  of  ch.  454, 
Laws  of  1907,  in  grade  crossings  it  was  customary  for  the 
junior  road  to  pay  the  entire  cost  of  constructing,  operating, 
and  maintaining  the  crossing  and  interlocking  system.  The 
position  of  the  appellant  here  is  that  the  order  of  the  Railroad 
Commission,  a£5rmed  by  the  court  below,  charging  it  with  any 
part  of  the  expense  of  maintaining  the  crossing,  or  any  part 
of  the  expense' of  the  construction  or  maintenance  of  the  in- 
terlocking, derailing,  and  signal  system,  is  without  author- 
ity of  law  and  void,  and  that  if  ch.  464,  Laws  of  1907,  be 
construed  as  authorizing  the  order  of  the  Commission,  it  de- 
prives the  relator  of  its  property  without  due  process  of  law, 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  sec.  1  of  the  XlVth  amend- 
ment to  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  of  sec.  13 
of  article  I  of  the  constitution  of  Wisconsin,  and  that  if  said 
chapter  be  constitutional  and  applies  to  the  crossing  of  rail- 
roads constructed  prior  to  its  enactment,  then  there  is  no  evi- 
dence to  support  the  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  so 
far  as  that  order  directs  the  relator  to  bear  any  part  of  the 
cost  of  operating  or  maintaining  the  crossings  or  the  con- 
struction or  maintenance  of  the  interlocking  system ;  that  the 
applicant,  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Minnesota  Railway  Com^ 
pany,  never  obtained  any  authority  to  enter  upon  or  cross 
the  txacks  or  rights  of  way  of  the  relator. 

Three  cases  are  brought  before  us  here  by  certiorari  and 
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argued  togatiier,  namely,  th«  instant  case,  State  ex  rel.  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  v.  Railroad  Commission,  post, 
p.  181,  121  N.  W.  933,  and  State  ex  rel.  Lake  Superior  Ter- 
ttanal  <£  Transfer  Railway  Company  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion, post,  p.  182,  121  N.  W.  032.  The  oontentiona  in  eacli 
of  theae  cases  are  substantially  the  same.  The  decision, 
therefore,  in  ihis  case  ■will  be  decisive  of  the  other  two. 

Eor  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  hj  Louis  HaniicH,  at- 
torney, and  Charles  W.  Bunn  and  Charles  Donnelly,  of  ooun- 
sel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Hanitch  and  Mr.  Donnelly. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attorney 
Oer^eral  for  the  Railroad  Commission,  by  Luse,  Powell  & 
Luse,  attorneys  for  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  Railway  Company  and  the  Wisconsin  <£  Northern 
Minnesota  Railway  Company,  and  by  Alfred  H.  Bright,  of 
oounssi ;  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  L.  K.  Luse 
and  Mr.  Bright. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  June  3,  1909: 

KzBwiiT,  J.  1.  It  is  contended  on  the  part  of  each  re- 
lator, but  especially  by  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Lake  Superior  Terminal  ,&  Transfer  Railway 
Company,  that  the  proceedings  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  con- 
Tfloience  and  necessity  were  premature,  because  the  point  of 
crossing  shoiild  have  been  first  determined  and  the  right  to 
cross  obtained  before  such  certificate  was  granted.  This 
contention  involves  the  construction  of  the  acts  of  the  legis- 
lature set  out  in  the  statement  of  facts. ' 

Subd.  6,  sec  1828,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  if  the  oot^ 
porations  cannot  agree  upon  the  amount  of  conpensatioB  to 
be  made  "or  the  points  and  manner  of  such  crossings  and 
connections  the  same  shall  be  ascertained  by  commissioners  to 
be  appointed  by  the  court,  as  is  provided  in  this  chapter  in 
respect  to  acquiring  title  to  real  estate."  It  is  insisted  that 
this  provision  is  still  in  force,  and  that  the  point  of  crosfl- 
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ing  miist  be  so  determined  by  commissionerB  appointed  by 
the  courts  and  not  by  the  Railroad  Commission. 

Sec  1797 — 66,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  eh.  464),  provides 
that  ''every  crossing  of  the  track  of  a  steam  railroad  hereafter 
made  by  the  track  of  another  steam  raiboad  •  .  •  shall  be 
above,  below  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  proposed  to  be  crossed 
as  the  Railroad  Commission  shall  determine."  And  it  fur- 
ther provides  that  in  such  determination  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission shall  prescribe  the  kind  and  character  of  the  protec- 
tive appliances,  if  any,  to  be  installed,  operated,  and  main- 
tained at  such  crossings.  Sec.  1797 — 40  provides  for  the 
application  for  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  within 
six  months  after  the  publication  of  the  articles  of  associa- 
tion, and  sec-  1797 — 41  provides  that  no  railroad  corpora- 
tion shall  make  application  for  such  certificate  unless  it 
shall  have  caused  a  copy  of*  its  articles  of  association  to  be 
published  in  one  or  more  newspapers  within  six  months  prior 
to  the  time  of  making  the  application.  Sec.  1797 — 43  pro- 
vides that  every  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  shall  be  accompanied  by  complete  maps  and 
profiles  of  the  line  of  the  proposed  road,  which  shall  be  filed 
with  the  application,  and  that  prior  to  granting  or  refusing 
the  certificate  the  Railroad  Commission  shall  have  the  right 
to  permit  errors,  omissions,  or  defects  in  the  application, 
maps,  and  profiles  to  be  supplied  or  corrected,  and  also  to 
permit  changes  in  the  proposed  route  where  deemed  desir- 
able. Sees.  1797—45,  1797—46,  and  1797—47  provide 
for  hearing  counsel  and  taking  evidence  in  support  of  or  in 
opposition  to  the  application.  Sec.  1797 — 48  provides  that 
upon  conclusion  of  the  hearing  of  the  application,  if  the 
Commission  or  a  majority  of  them  shall  find  that  the  pro- 
posed road  would  be  a  public  convenience  and  that  a  neces- 
sity requires  the  construction  of  it,  the  Commission  shall 
forthwith  grant  and  issue  to  the  applicant  a  certificate  that 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require  the  construction  of 
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said  road  as  proposed,  and  shall  approve  the  maps  showing 
the  proposed  route  of  said  railroad  and  file  the  same  in  their 
cilice,  and  the  applicant  shall  cause  a  copy  of  such  maps,  cer- 
tified by  the  secretary  of  the  Commission,  with  the  seal  af- 
fixed, to  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  register  of  deeds  in  each 
county  in  which  such  railroad  shall  be  located,  and  such 
filing  shall  be  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  of  the  ap- 
plicant to  institute  and  maintain  condemnation  proceedings 
for  the  acquirement  of  land  for  right  of  way,  stations,  and 
other  necessary  uses.  See.  1797 — 58  provides  for  a  change 
or  alteration  of  the  route  by  a  vote  of  two  thirds  of  the  di- 
rectors of  said  railroad,  and  sec.  3,  ch.  454  (p.  1086),  Laws 
of  1907,  provides  for  the  repeal  of  all  acts  in  so  far  as  they 
are  inconsistent  with  said  chapter. 

It  is  clear,  therefore,  from  the  foregoing  statutes  that  subd. 
6,  sec.  1838,  Stats.  (1898),  is  still  in  force,  except  in  so  far 
as  it  is  r^)ealed  by  ch.  464,  Laws  of  1907.  Prior  to  the 
Laws  of  1907  a  railroad  company  had  the  right,  by  a  vote 
of  its  board  of  directors,  to  locate  the  line  of  its  railroad. 
In  re  Milwaukee  8.  B.  Co.  124  Wis.  490,  102  N.  W.  401; 
In  re  Eastern  Wis.  B.  &  L.  Co.  127  Wis.  641,  107  K  W. 
496.  Subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898),  as  it  existed  before 
the  passage  of  ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  provided  that  in  case 
of  crossing  of  one  railroad  by  another,  where  the  corpora- 
tions could  not  agree  upon  the  amount  of  compensation  "or 
the  points  and  manner  of  such  crossings  and  connections," 
the  same  should  be  ascertained  by  commissioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  court  Ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  we  think  obvi- 
ously was  intended  by  the  legislature  to  authorize  the  Ea'd- 
road  Commission  to  settle  the  question  of  crossing  which  by 
the  formpr  law  was  to  be  settled  by  eommissionera  appointed 
by  the  court,  and  therefore  the  right  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission to  determine  whether  such  crossing  should  be  above, 
below,  or  at  grade  of  the  tracks  proposed  to  be  crossed,  in 
view  of  the  different  statutes  above  referred  to,  vested  the 
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Railroad  Commission  with  power  to  determine  the  point  of 
crossing  as  well  as  whether  it  should  be  above,  below,  or  at 
grade.  The  provisions  of  the  statutes  requiring  maps  and 
profiles  to  be  filed  with  the  Railroad  Commission,  describing 
particularly  the  location  of  the  proposed  road,  and  the  pro 
visions  with  reference  to  the  approval  of  such  maps  and  pro- 
files and  filing  the  same,  seem  clearly  to  indicate  the  legis- 
lative intention  that  the  action  of  the  Railroad  Commission 
was  to  be  based  upon  the  particular  line  indicated  in  the 
papers  filed  with  it  for  its  action,  except  in  so  far  as  errors^ 
might  be  corrected  and  changes  made  as  provided  under  the 
law  heretofore  referred  to.  We  think,  therefore,  it  logically 
follows,  reading  all  the  provisions  of  the  statute  together, 
that  the  Railroad  Commission  is  authorized  to  determine  the 
point  of  crossing  as  well  as  the  manner,  and  in  passing  upon 
the  application  the  point  of  crossing  is  included  in  the  deter- 
mination of  the  manner.  In  many  cases  at  least  the  point  of 
crossing  would  have  a  bearing  upon  the  manner  of  crossing, 
whether  above,  below,  or  at  grade.  Besides,  the  Commission 
under  the  law  is  authorized  to  pass  upon  the  application  pre- 
sented and  described  in  the  maps  and  profiles  and  not  upon 
some  other  or  different  route.  We  do  not  see  how  the  legis- 
lature could  have  intended  to  vest  in  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion the  authority  to  pass  upon  the  manner  of  crossing  and 
withhold  the  power  to  determine  the  point  of  crossing,  since- 
each  is  in  a  degree  involved  in  the  determination  of  the  other. 
The  argument  is  that  commissioners  should  be  first  ap- 
pointed by  the  court  to  determine  the  point  of  crossing  and 
the  damages.  But  this  would  seem  to  be  an  awkward  and 
impractical  execution  of.  the  statute ;  for,  until  the  manner 
of  crossing  was  determined,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  the 
commissioners  could  intelligently  assess  the  damages.  Nor 
could  they  as  well  determine  the  point  of  crossing  until  the 
manner  was  determined.  In  fact,  it  seems  the  most  reason- 
able and  practical  construction  of  the  statute  would  require- 
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that  the  determination  of  both  point  and  manner  of  croasin; 
should  rest  with  the  same  tribunal,  and  we  think  such  wa 
the  intention  of  the  legislature.  That  the  law  as  it  exietei 
before  the  passage  of  ch.  454,  Laws  of  IdOT,  respecting  tb 
right  of  the  railroad  company  to  designate  its  route,  was  no 
abrogated  by  the  latter  law,  was  ruled  by  this  court  in  a  lat 
case.  Eastern  E.  Co.  v.  McCord,  136  Wis.  249,  116  N.  W 
841. 

It  is  manifest  that  the  line  of  road  designated  in  the  map 
and  profiles  was  intended  by  the  legislature  to  be  the  lin 
upon  which  the  Railroad  Commission  was  to  act  in  detei 
mining  whether  the  crossing  should  be  at  grade  or  otherwise 
and  provision  was  therefore  made  for  the  correction  of  er 
rors,  omissions,  or  defects  in  the  application,  maps,  and  pro 
files,  and  that  certified  copies  of  the  maps  be  filed  in  eael 
county  through  which  the  road  was  to  run,  doubtless  fo' 
the  purpose  of  making  a  record  of  the  land  sought  to  be  ac 
quired  for  the  road.  The  provisions  of  sec.  1797 — 58  alsi 
bear  evidence  of  legislative  intention  to  give  the  Eailrooi 
Commission  power  over  the  determination  of  point  of  cross 
ing.  It  provides  for  change  of  route  by  filing  a  map  will 
the  Railroad  Commission  and  register  of  deeds  where  thi 
original  map  fixing  the  location  is  filed,  and  further  states 

"Provided  that  such  alteration  or  change  shall  not  devialt 
from  the  original  route  of  such  railroad  as  approved  by  th( 
Railroad  Commission  for  a  greater  distance  than  oni 
mile." 

Our  attention  is  called  to  Clean  3.  R.  Co.  v.  Pa.  R.  Co.  7i 
App.  Div.  412,  78  N.  Y.  Supp.  113,  as  controlling  on  thii 
point  But  the  New  York  statute  under  which  this  decisioi 
was  rendered  is  quite  different  from  ours,  and  therefore  thi 
decision  does  not  shed  much  light  upon  the  construction  o: 
our  statuta  A  careful  examination  of  all  the  provisions  o; 
our  statutes  upon  the  subject  convinces  us  that  the  Bailroac 
Commission  is  vested  with  power  to  determine  the  point  a; 
well  as  the  manner  of  crossing,   and  that  the  question  o1 
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compensation  only  nnder^the  law  is  left  to  the  commission- 
ers appointed  by  the  conrt.  3  Elliott,  Eailroads,  §§  1119, 
1120 ;  People  ex  rel.  Depew  &  8.  W.  B.  Co.  v.  Board  of  B.  B. 
CommWs,  4  App.  Div.  259,  38  N.  Y.  Supp.  528. 

2.  The  crucial  question  in  the  case  is  the  distribution  of 
burdens  between  the  contending  companies,  namely,  what 
portion  of  the  expense  occasioned  by  the  crossing  must  be 
borne  by  the  junior  company,  or  company  seeking  to  cross 
the  old  road.  The  right  to  cross  before  as  well  as  after  the 
passage  of  ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  is  unquestioned;  likewise 
the  right  of  the  senior  road  to  some  compensation.  But  the 
court  below  as  well  as  the  Bailroad  Commission  held  that  the 
expense  of  maintaining  the  crossing  and  the  cost  of  con- 
struction and  maintaining  the  interlocking,  derailing,  and 
signal  system  should  be  borne  one  half  by  each  road.  This 
conclusion  is  based  upon  the  right  of  the  state  to  alter  or 
repeal  the  charter  of  the  senior  company  and  also  under  the 
police  power.  The  right  to  alter  or  repeal  existing  charters 
is  not  without  limitation  when  the  question  of  vested  prop- 
erty rights  under  the  charter  is  involved.  The  power  is  one 
of  regulation  and  control,  and  does  not  authorize  interfer- 
ence with  property  rights  vested  under  the  power  granted. 
Comm.  V.  Essex  Co.  13  Gray,  239 ;  Sinlcing-Fund  Cases,  99 
U.  S.  700;  Shields  v.  OKio,  95  U.  S.  319 ;  Miller  v.  State,  15 
Wall.  478 ;  EolyoTce  Co.  v.  Lyman,  15  Wall.  500 ;  Pearsall 
V.  G.  N.  B.  Co.  161  U.  S.  646,  16  Sup.  Ct  705.  The  doc- 
trine is  well  stated  in  Sinking-Fund  Cases,  99  U.  S.  700, 
720,  as  follows : 

"That  this  power  has  a  limit  no  one  can  doubt  All 
agree  that  it  cannot  be  used  to  take  away  property  already 
acquired  under  the  operation  of  the  charter  or  to  deprive  the 
corporation  of  the  fruits  actually  reduced  to  possession  of 
contracts  lawfully  made.  .  .  .^' 

The  reserve  power  stops  short  of  the  power  to  divest  vested 
property  rights,  and  is  embodied  in  the  state  constitution  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  state  to  retain  control  over  cor- 
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porations,  and  must  be  couBtnied  in  connection  with  th 
other  provision  of  the  constitution  to  the  effect  that  privat 
property  shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use  without  compensa 
tion.  It  follows,  therefore,  "that  where,  under  power  in  ; 
charter,  rights  have  been  acquired  and  become  vested,  U' 
amendment  or  alteration  of  the  charter  can  take  away  th 
property  or  rights  which  have  become  vested  under  a  legiti 
mate  exercise  of  the  powers  granted."  Comm.  v.  Essex  Co. 
^upra.  Moreover,  the  power  to  alter  or  amend  is  a  reservei 
power  in  the  interest  of  the  state  to  modify  or  repeal  its  owi 
■contract  witli  the  corporations.  Tomlinson  v.  Jessup,  8! 
U.  S.  454;  Siaie  v.  C.  £  N.  W.  R.  Co.  128  Wis.  449,  lOi 
N.  W.  594. 

The  appellant  acquired  its  right  of  way  and  constructe( 
its  road  under  the  proviBions  of  the  laws  of  this  atate,  anc 
while  subd.  6,  sec  1828,  Stats.  (1898),  was  in  force  and  un 
modified,  which  subdivision  provided : 

"But  no  corporation  which  shall  have  obtained  the  righi 
of  way  and  constructed  its  road  at  the  point  of  intersectiot 
before  the  application  for  the  appointment  of  commission 
ers  may  be  made  shall  be  required  to  alter  the  grade  oi 
change  the  location  of  its  road,  or  be  required  to  bear  anj 
part  of  the  expense  of  making  and  maintaining  such  cross 
ing  or  of  such  proceeding." 

So  under  tliis  statute  in  force  at  the  time  appellant  oos 
structed  its  road  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  railroads  thero- 
after  crossing  were  required  to  pay  all  the  expense  of  oon- 
structiog  and  maintaining  such  crossing.  This  statute  ir 
in  harmony  with  the  common  law,  as  an  examination  oj 
the  authorities  wiU  demonstrate.  Chicago,  M.  £  St.  P.  It 
Co.  V.  Milwaukee.  97  Wis.  418,  72  N.  W.  1118 ;  State  ex  rel. 
Minneapolis  v.  St.  P.,  M.  <&  M.  R.  Co.  98  Minn.  380,  108 
X.  W.  261  i  Northern  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Mayor,  etc.  46  Md.  425 ; 
Dyer  Co.  v.  Railroad  Co.  87  Tenn.  712,  11  S.  W.  943;  Per- 
ley  V.  Chandler,  6  Mass.  454;  Richardson  v.  Bigelou;  IJ 
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Oray,  154;  State  ex  rel.  North  C.  B.  Co.  v.  N.  P.  B.  Co.  49 
Wash,  78,  94  Pac.  907. 

In  Boston  &  A.  B.  Co.  v.  Cambridge,  159  Mass.  283, 
287,  34  K  E.  382,  the  court  said : 

"But  at  common  law  the  crossing  of  a  new  way  with  one 
already  in  use  must  be  made  with  the  least  possible  injury 
to  the  old  way,  and  whatever  structures  are  necessary  must 
be  erected  and  maintained  at  the  expense  of  the  party  mak- 
ing the  new  way,  and,  if  the  old  way  cannot  be  crossed  with- 
out damage,  the  damage  must  be  ascertained  and  paid." 

The  appellant,  therefore,  having  acquired  its  right  of  way 
under  the  statute  referred  to  protecting  it  from  all  damages* 
occasioned  by  the  crossing  by  the  junior  road,  must  have  a 
vested  property  right  which  cannot  be  taken  for  the  benefit 
of  another  railway  without  compensation.  Although  the 
property  of  a  railroad  is  devoted  to  public  use  it  is  neverthe- 
less entitled  to  protection,  subject  to  reasonable  regulation  in 
the  interest  of  the  public.  Eastern  Wis.  B.  £  L.  Co.  v. 
Ilackett,  135  Wis.  464,  115  N.  W.  382 ;  Interstate  Comm. 
Common  v.  C.  O.  W.  B.  Co.  209  U.  S.  108,  28  Sup.  Ot.  493. 

In  Eastern  Wis.  B.  &  L.  Co.  v.  HacJcett,  supra,  this  court 
said : 

"It  is  a  somewhat  prevalent  error  that  property  devoted 
to  public  use  and  subject  to  public  regulation  is  thereby  quite 
out  of  law,  or,  as  Blackstone  says,  caput  lupinum.  The  use 
of  such  property  is  subject  to  regulation,  and  subject  to  in- 
terference by  the  public  authorities  with  the  dominion  of 
the  owner  to  a  far  greater  degree  than  private  property,  bo- 
cause  of  its  gfwflwi-public  character,  and  because  of  the  tend 
ency  to  abuse  or  extortion  in  its  use  and  management.  But, 
subject  to  this  limitation,  the  owner  of  such  property  has 
the  same  rights  in  his  property  as  any  other  owner.  He 
may  insist  upon  his  own  price  therefor,  except  as  against  the 
power  of  eminent  domain.  He  may  insist  upon  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  location  and  all  the  advantages  of  existing  con- 
tracts, so  long  as  he  does  not  run  counter  to  reasonable  and 
lawful  regulations  concerning  the  use  of  such  property." 
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And  in  W.  U.  Tel.  Co.  v.  Pa,  R.  Co.  195  U.  S.  640,  25  Sup. 
Ot.  133,  it  is  said: 

"A  railroad's  rigbt  of  way  has,  therefore,  the  eiibatan- 
tialitj  of  the  fee,  and  it  is  private  property  even  to  the  pub- 
lic in  all  else  but  an  interest  and  benefit  in  its  uBea.  It  can- 
not be  invaded  without  guilt  of  trespass.  It  cannot  be  ap- 
propriated in  whole  or  part  except  upon  the  payment  of  com- 
pensation. In  other  words,  it  is  entitled  to  the  protection 
of  the  constitution,  and  in  the  precise  manner  in  which  pro- 
tection 18  given.  It  can  only  be  taken  by  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  eminent  domain,  and  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
exercise  of  such  power  is,  we  said  in  Sweet  v.  Bethel  [159 
U.  S.  380],  that  the  statute  conferring  it  make  provision  for 
reasonable  compensation  to  the  owner  of  the  property  taken." 

Upon  the  proposition  that  imder  the  reserve  power  in  the 
constitution  vested  property  rights  cannot  he  taken  away  or 
destroyed  without  compensation,  the  following  cases  are  in 
point :  Detroii  v.  D.  &  H.  P.  B.  Co.  43  Mich.  140,  5  N.  W. 
275  J  Hill  V.  Glasgow  B.  Co.  41  Fed.  610 ;  San  Joaquin  &  K. 
B.  C.  &  I.  Co.  V.  Stanislaus  Co.  113  Fed.  930;  Shields  v. 
Ohio,  95  U.  S.  319;  Staie  v.  C.  <&  N.  W.  B.  Co.  128  Wis. 
449,  108  N.  W.  594. 

It  seema  clear,  therefore,  imder  the  authorities,  that  the 
appellant  when  it  constructed  its  road  prior  to  the  passage 
of  ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  acquired  a  vested  property  right 
which  cannot  be  divested  without  compensation  under  the  re- 
serve power  to  alter  or  amend  its  charter.  That  the  expense 
of  constructing  and  maintaining  the  crossing,  including  the 
interlocking  and  derailing  system,  will  be  great  is  without 
dispute.  It  is  equally  clear  that  this  expense  is  occasioned 
through  the  crossing  by  the  junior  road,  and  to  compel  the 
senior  road  to  pay  any  part  of  such  expense  is  manifestly 
a  taking  of  the  property  of  the  appellant.  While  it  may  be 
conceded  that  the  safety  devices  are  necessary  and  properly 
within  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  order,  it  is  also  true 
that  the  necessity  of  such  devices  was  caused  by  the  crossing 
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by  the  junior  road.  The  question,  therefore,  is  one  of  dis- 
tribution of  burdens  between  the  senior  and  junior  roads. 
That  there  is  no  authority  of  law  to  lay  any  portion  of  this 
burden  upon  the  senior  road  under  the  power  to  alter  or 
amend  its  charter  (sec.  1,  art.  XI,  Const.)  we  think  is  dear. 

The  question  arises  whether  any  portion  of  the  burden  ean 
be  imposed  upon  the  senior  company  under  the  police  power. 
The  main  contention  of  counsel  for  respondent  to  support  the 
order  of  the  Bailroad  Commission  in  apportioning  a  part  of 
the  expense  of  the  crossing  to  the  appellant  is  based  upon  the 
police  power,  and  that  the  act  of  the  legislature  (ch.  454, 
Laws  of  1907)  is  a  legitimate  exercise  of  such  power.  The 
particular  scope  of  the  police  power  has  been  the  subject  of 
much  judicial  discussion.  In  the  late  case  of  State  v.  Red- 
mon,  134  Wis.  89,  114  K  W.  137,  it  is  said  that  in  the  mul- 
titude of  attempts  which  have  been  made  to  define  it  not 
much  has  been  added  to  the  simple  expression  that  it  is  the 
power  to  make  all  laws  which  in  contemplation  of  the  con- 
stitution promote  the  public  welfare,  and  the  controlling 
question  in  considering  the  scope  of  the  police  power  is 
whether  the  manner  of  dealing  with  the  subject  in  the  par- 
ticular case  '^80  passes  the  boundaries  of  reason  as  to  over- 
step some  constitutional  inhibition,  express  or  implied." 
The  question  of  the  scope  of  police  power  has  been  discussed 
in  numerous  decisions  of  this  court,  and  further  general  dis- 
cussion would  seem  useless. 

If  the  act  in  question  (ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907)  were  con- 
strued as  contended  by  counsel  for  respondent,  namely,  that 
the  Commission  has  power  to  apportion  the  cost  of  the  cross- 
ing between  the  roads  as  it  did  and  without  remedy  for  ap- 
pellant's damages,  it  would  be  imconstitutional  and  not  a  rea- 
sonable exercise  of  the  police  power,  because  such  a  construc- 
tion would  amount  to  a  taking  of  the  property  of  appellant 
and  transferring  it  to  respondent  without  compensation.  We 
do  not  think  the  act  should  have  such  construction,  and  we 
Vol.  140—11 
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believe  it  is  capable  of  one  which  will  render  it  constitutional. 
That  the  Commisaion  had  the  right  to  order  the  interlocking, 
derailing,  and  signal  system  may  be  conceded,  since,  in  view 
of  the  oonditiona  created  hy  the  crossing,  some  such  regula- 
tion was  doubtless  necessary.  But  it  was  necessary  because 
of  the  crossing  by  the  jonior  road,  and  without  anch  cross- 
ing would  be  unnecessary.  The  Riulroad  Commission  and 
the  court  below  seem  to  hare  been  of  the  opinion  that  under 
the  law  the  Commission  was  bound  to  apportion  the  costs 
of  crossing  between  the  two  roads,  and  that  the  statute  is 
mandatory  upon  the  subject.  True,  the  law  provides  ihat 
the  Commission  "shall  also  fix  the  proportion  of  the  expense 
of  originally  constructing,  operating  and  maintaining  such 
crossing,  and  of  any  protective  appliances  prescribed  by 
them  and  the  proportion  of  the  expense  of  operating  and 
maintaining  the  same  which  shall  be  paid  by  the  owners  of 
said  tracks  respectively."  The  act  must  have  such  construc- 
tion as  will  save  it  from  infringing  the  constitution,  tf  it  will 
bear  such  construction.  Now,  while  the  language  of  the  act 
may  support  the  construction  claimed  for  it  by  respondent, 
we  think  it  capable  of  a  construction  which  would  not  re- 
quire the  Railroad  Commission  to  impose  any  part  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  crossing  upon  the  senior  road  which  would  re- 
sult in  a  talcing  of  its  property  without  eompMisation ;  as, 
for  example,  all  damages  occasioned  by  the  crossing  might 
be  adjusted  in  the  condemnation  proceedings,  and  thus  the 
equal  status  of  the  roads  as  to  future  burdens  eetablisliod, 
and  perhaps  other  conditions  might  arise  in  cases  where  a 
part  of  the  expense  of  the  crossing  might  be  charged  to  the 
senior  road  without  violating  any  constitutional  principle. 
We  phall  not  attempt  to  anticipatf  what  oases  or  conditions 
might  arise  which  would  justify  charging  part  of  the  ex- 
pense to  the  senior  road.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  such 
construction  cannot  be  given  the  law  as  would  result  in  tak- 
ing the  property  of  appellant  for  the  benefit  of  respondent 
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without  compensation.  But,  returning  to  the  question  of 
right  to  impose  the  burden  of  one  half  of  the  expense  of  the 
crossing  under  the  police  power  upon  the  senior  road,  and 
conceding  that  it  was  within  the  power  of  the  Commission  to 
order  such  system,  the  order  cannot  be  sustained  except  on 
the  idea  of  payment  of  damages  to  the  senior  road. 

Counsel  for  respondents  seek  to  support  their  position  on 
the  authority  of  cases  regarding  public  street  crossings.  But 
the  distinction  between  the  two  classes  of  cases  is  quite 
clearly  marked.  In  the  first  place,  the  *^ways,"  as  pointed 
out  in  the  decisions  of  some  courts,  are  not  of  the  same  gen- 
eral nature.  Among  other  points  of  distinction  which  may 
be  suggested  it  may  be  observed  that  a  street  or  public  high- 
way is  opened  and  used,  not  for  revenue,  but  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  general  public.  While  it  is  true  a  railroad  has 
some  of  the  attributes  of  a  public  highway,  in  that  it  is  a 
common  carrier  of  freight  and  passengers,  yet  it  is  owned  by 
private  parties  and  operated  and  used  as  other  private  prop- 
erty for  gain,  subject  to  public  control,  because  devoted  to  a 
public  purpose-  And  so  the  common-law  rule  respecting  the 
distribution  of  the  burden  caused  by  the  crossing  of  "ways" 
has  been  held  to  apply  to  "ways"  of  the  same  general  nature. 
State  ex  rel.  MirmeapoUs  v,  St.  P.,  M.  &  M.  R.  Co.  98  Minn. 
380,  108  N.  W.  261 ;  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Milwau- 
kee, 97  Wis.  418,  72  N.  W.  1118.  And  in  ToledoyA.  A.  £ 
N.  M.  R.  Co.  V.  D.,  L.  &  N.  R.  Co.  62  Mich.  564,  at  p.  566 
(29  N.  W.  503),  speaking  on  a  statute  similar  to  ours,  the 
court  said : 

"But  I  can  find  no  authority  for  compelling  the  company 
whose  road  is  crossed  to  pay  any  part  of  the  expense  of  mak- 
ing or  constructing  the  crossing.  Certainly,  it  is  not  for  its 
interest  to  have  its  property  thus  used;  and  while  the  com- 
pany in  accepting  its  franchise  must  be  recjarded  as  having 
<lone  so  upon  the  condition  that  its  road  might  be  thus  crossed 
upon  being  paid  reasonable  compensation  therefor,  there  can 
l)e  no  presumption  that  it  ever  consented  to  pay  for  the  privi- 
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lege  of  being  thus  injured.  I  know  of  no  law  or  principlt 
which  will  compel  one  coiupany  to  build  and  maintain  a  rail- 
road track  for  another  or  to  furnish  the  money  necessary  foi 
that  purpose;  and  to  the  extent  that  this  section  of  the  stat 
ute  requires  this  to  be  done  in  this  class  of  cases  it  is  repug- 
nant to  the  conetitiitioD." 

In  Flint  £  P.  M.  B.  Co.  v.  D.  £  B.  C.  B.  Co.  64  Mich, 
350,  31  N.  W.  281,  it  was  held  that  in  condemnation  pro 
ceedinge  by  one  railroad  for  the  right  to  cross  another,  the 
cost  of  maintaining  signals,  a  crossing  system,  and  watch 
man  were  proper  elements  of  damages.  In  State  ex  rel. 
NoHh  C.  R.  Co.  V.  N.  P.  B.  Co.  49  Wash.  78,  94  Pac.  907, 
the  eourt  held  that  the  burden  of  maintaining  an  interlock- 
ing device  at  the  point  of  crossing  was  an  actual  damage  tc 
the  senior  road  and  that  such  was  the  result  of  the  crossing, 
and  therefore  it  should  be  charged  to  the  road  for  whose  ben» 
fit  the  damage  was  occasioned.  In  Butte,  A.  <£-  P.  B.  Co.  v. 
M.  U.  R.  Co.  16  Mont.  504,  41  Pac.  232,  it  was  held  that  the 
expense  of  a  watchman  at  the  crossing  should  be  imposed 
upon  the  new  road.  In  West  Jersey  &  S.  R.  Co.  v.  Atlantic 
City  &  S.  T.  Co.  65  N.  J.  Eq.  613,  623,  56  Atl.  890,  894, 
the  court  said : 

"There  seems  to  be  no  equitable  ground  which  requiree  the 
senior  company  presently  in  occupation  to  pay  anything  to 
enable  the  junior  company  to  construct  its  own  crossing  in 
such  a  manner  that  it  shall  not  impair  rights  of  the  senioi 
company  already  vested  and  in  enjoyment.  It  is  the  duty  ol 
the  junior  company  bo  to  build  its  tracks  over  the  senior  com- 
pany's rails  that  the  crossing  may  be  safe." 

To  the  same  effect  are  the  following  cases:  Winona  <£  8, 
W.  R.  Co.  V.  C.  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  50  Minn.  300,  52  N.  W. 
657;  Elkin^  E.  B.  Co.  v.'  IV.  M.  B.  Co.  163  Fed.  724;  St. 
Louis,  J.  &  C.  R.  Co.  V.  S.  &  N.  W.  B.  Co.  96  lU.  274;  Chi- 
cago £  W.  I.  B.  Co.  V.  E.  G.  B.  Co.  116  111.  376,  4  N.  E. 
246. 

It  would  be  useless  to  attempt  a  general  review  of  all  the 
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anthorities.  We  shall  refer,  however,  to  some  of  the  cases 
mainly  relied  upon  by  the  respondents;  and  in  considering 
the  authorities  it  must  be  borne  in  mind,  as  l)efore  stated, 
that  the  question  here  is  not  as  to  when  and  under  what  cir- 
cumstances the  state  can,  imder  the  reserve  power,  alter  or 
amend  its  contract  with  the  corporation  or  take  property  un- 
der a  reasonable  exercise  of  the  police  power  in  the  interest 
of  the  public,  but  whether  it  can  take  the  property  of  one 
lawfully  acquired  under  legislative  authority  and  give  it  to 
another  without  compensation  to  the  owner.  In  Chicago,  St. 
P.,  M.  £  0.  B.  Co.  V.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  113  Wis.  161, 
87  N.  W.  1085,  89  N.  W.  180,  the  question  arose  under  a 
contract  as  to  the  meaning  of  "other  similar  appliances,"  and 
it  was  held  that  they  did  not  include  an  interlocking  system, 
since  such  system  could  not  have  been  in  the  contemplation 
of  the  parties  when  tlie  contract  was  made.  The  question 
arose  under  a  contract  between  the  two  companies,  parties  to 
the  contract,  while  here  the  Commission  determined  what 
shall  constitute  a  proper  crossing.  In  Railroad  Commission 
Cases,  116  U.  S.  307,  6  Sup.  Ct  334,  388,  1191,  the  ques- 
tion was  as  to  the  right  of  the  state  to  regulate  rates  and  fix 
a  minimum  transportation  charge.  In  Pennsylvania  R.  Co. 
V,  Miller,  132  U.  S.  75,  10  Sup.  Ct.  34,  the  question  arose  as 
to  the  rights  under  a  change  in  the  constitution  of  the  state, 
to  recover  consequential  damages  in  a  condemnation  proceed- 
ing, and  the  court  held  that,  since  there  was  no  exemption 
from  future  liability  for  such  damages,  it  took  its  charter 
subject  to  such  liability  created  by  general  law  in  respect  to 
the  subject  matter  involved.  In  Chapin  v.  Crusen,  31  Wis. 
209,  the  case  grew  out  of  a  ferry  franchise  which  was  held 
to  be  a  mere  license,  and  even  in  that  case  the  court  recog- 
nized the  doctrine  that  vested  property  rights  could  not  be 
destroyed.  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.  v.  Joliet,  L.  &  A.  R.  Co. 
105  ni.  388,  is  where  the  question  arose  on  stipulation  entered 
into  between  the  roads.     Cincinnati,  I,  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Con- 
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nersville,  170  Ind.  316,  83  N.  E.  503,  involved  the  queatioi 
o£  right  to  damages  occasioned  through  compliance  with  po 
lice  regulation.  Grand  Trunk  W.  B.  Go.  v.  Railroad  Com 
mission,  40  Ind.  App.  168,  81  N.  E.  524,  involved  ccmtrBc 
rights  between  the  roads  respecting  an  interlocking  system 
Northern  P.  S.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel  Dulutk,  208  U.  S.  583 
28  Sup.  Ct  341,  holds  that  the  police  power  of  the  state  can 
not  be  contracted  away. 

JIany  other  cases  cited  by  respondents  involve  the  exercisi 
of  the  police  power,  and  where  no  question  of  vested  prop 
erty  rights  between  the  roade  existed,  and  crossings  of  street 
or  public  highways.  The  case  moet  in  point  cited  by  re 
spondents  is  Lake  Shore  &  M.  S.  R,  Co.  v,  C,  S.  £  C.  S.  Co 
30  Ohio  St.  604.  This  case  appears  in  a  degree  to  suppor 
the  respondents'  contention,  although  it  recognizes  the  righ 
of  the  senior  road  to  have  compensation  for  its  property 
The  case  does  not  seem  to  rest  on  a  statute  like  ours  (subd 
6,  sec.  1828,  Slats.  1808),  and  if  any  such  statute  existed  ii 
Ohio  at  the  time  the  road  was  built,  which  we  fail  to  find,  i 
was  not  considered  by  the  court  as  controlling  in  any  way  ii 
the  case.  We  have  seen  from  the  authorities  cited  that  thi 
crossing  road  at  common  law  was  bound  to  restore  the  senio: 
road  as  far  as  possible  to  its  former  «erviceablenesa  and  pa; 
all  damages  occasioned  by  the  crossing,  and  onr  statute  re 
ferred  to  manifestly  was  passed  to  protect  that  property  righ 
and  remove  any  question  on  the  subject. 

3.  It  is  further  contended  by  counsel  for  appellant  tha 
ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  is  invalid,  since  it  purports  to  invee 
the  Railroad  Commission  with  power  to  fix  the  proportion  o 
the  expense  of  crossing,  and  is  therefore  a  delegation  of  legis 
lativc  power  or  a  vesting  of  the  CommiAion  with  judicia 
power.  Wc  do  not  rt^ard  this  position  tenable.  Mtnneapo 
lis.  St.  P.  &  8.  8.  M.  R.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commiasion.  13( 
Wis.  146,  116  N.  W.  905;  Madison  v.  Madison  G.  &  E.  Co 
129  Wis.  249,  108  N.  W.  65;  State  ex  rel.  Kellogg  v.  Cut 
rena,  111  Wis.  431,  87  N.  W.  561 ;  Nash  v.  Fries,  128  Wie 
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120, 108  N.  W.  210;  Bowling  v.  Lmeaskire  Ins.  Co.  92  Wis. 
63,  65  N.  W.  738;  Union  B.  Co.  v.  U.  S.  204  U.  S.  864,  27 
Sup.  Ct  367. 

4.  It  is  settled  that  unless  the  order  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission  be  unlawful  or  UBreasonable  it  cannot  be  disturbed. 
Minneapolis,  St.  P.  4&  8.  8.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion, 136  Wis.  146,  116  N.  W.  905.  The  Commission,  as 
appears  from  its  opinion  printed  in  the  record  by  the  re- 
spondents, indicates  that  it  considered  under  ^^the  plain  man- 
date of  the  statute"  that  it  was  compelled  to  distribute  the 
burden  as  it  did,  and  that  it  was  not  concerned  with  the  ele- 
ments of  damage  to  which  the  appellant  was  ^ititled  under 
subd.  6,  sec  1828.  The  court  below  seems  to  have  taken  the 
same  view,  as  aj)pear8  from  the  memorandum  opinion  filed, 
in  which  it  is  said  that  if  the  appellant  has  the  right  to  re- 
cover such  expenses  that  is  a  matter  to  be  considered  by  the 
condemnation  commission.  It  is  quite  obvious,  therefore, 
that  both  the  Railroad  Commission  and  the  court  below  were 
in  doubt  as  to  what  damages  should  be  recovered  in  the  con- 
denmation  proceedings,  and  intended  to  leave  that  matter  for 
future  determination.  If  the  purpose  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission in  making  the  order,  and  the  court  in  affirming  it, 
was  to  negative  the  right  of  the  appellant  to  recover  the  dam- 
ages caused  by  the  crossing,  including  maintenance  of  the 
croesing  and  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  interlock- 
ing, derailing,  and  signal  system,  the  Commission  and  court 
were  wrong  imd  acted  without  authority  in  that  regard.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  purpose  was  to  apportion  the  expense 
to  be  charged  to  each  road  in  the  future,  leaving  the  amount 
of  damages  occasioned  by  the  crossing  to  be  awarded  by  the 
commissioners  appointed  by  the  court  in  the  condemnation 
proceedings,  then  the  order  of  the  Commission  is  within  the 
law.  This  seems  to  have  been  the  theory  of  the  Commission 
and  the  court  below,  and  we  think  is  the  most  practical  and 
workable  construction  of  the  statute. 

It  follows  from  what  has  been  said  that  upon  the  case  made 
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the  appellant  should  recover  in  the  condemnation  proceed- 
ings all  damages  caused  b;  ihe  crossing  of  the  senior  road 
by  the  junior  road,  including  cost  of  grading,  rails,  frogs, 
switches,  and  other  appliances  used  in  constructing  and 
maintaining  the  crossing,  as  well  as  the  cost  of  constructing 
and  maintaining  the  interlocking,  derailing,  and  signal  sys- 
tem. The  judgment  should  therefore  be  modified  bo  as  to 
make  clear  this  idea. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  modi- 
fied so  as  to  affirm  the  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission 
without  prejudice  to  the  appellant's  right  to  recover  all  dam- 
ages as  indicated  in  this  opinion,  and  as  so  modified  u  af- 
firmed. No  costs  are  allowed  either  party  upon  this  appeal, 
except  that  respondents  pay  the  clerk's  fees. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  June  4,  1909: 

Basnes,  J,  (disaenting).  The  senior  line  of  road  is  not 
benefited  theoretically  or  practically  by  having  its  tracks 
crossed  by  those  of  the  line  subsequently  built  The  public  is 
not  interested  in  requiring  tfae  senior  line  to  pay  any  part  of 
the  expense  of  such  crossing,  and  so  much  of  sec.  1797 — 5C, 
Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch,  454),  as  empowers  the  Bailroad 
Commission  to  require  the  senior  line  to  defray  any  por- 
tion of  the  expense  of  constructing  a  crossing  proper  is  Toid 
because  it  deprives  the  company  of  its  property  without  due 
process  of  law,  in  violation  of  the  SIVth  amendment  to  the 
federal  constitution.  This  particular  provision  of  the  law 
may  well  be  held  void  without  jeopardizing  Hm  remaining 
portion  of  the  act 

No  part  of  the  expense  of  conHtructing  the  crossing  proper 
was  assessed  against  the  senior  lines  in  this  case,  although 
they  were  required  by  the  Commission  to  defray  one  half  the 
expense  of  maintenance.  In  the  absence  of  any  showing 
that  such  expense  was  a  material  item,  or  that  the  amount 
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the  senior  lines  would  be  called  upon  to  pay  would  eocceed  the 
cost  of  maintaining  their  respective  roads  at  the  point  of  in- 
tersection had  no  crossing  been  made,  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission  was  not  erroneous. 

The  court  treats  the  crossing  and  the  interlocking  device 
as  being  one  and  the  same  thing.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
conclusion  is  fundamentally  wrong.  It  is  true  the  crossing 
creates  the  necessity  for  the  interlocking  plant,  if  necessity 
there  is,  but  it  is  also  true  that  it  is  perfectly  feasible  to  op- 
erate railroads  without  it.  There  were  numerous  grade  cross- 
ings before  such  devices  were  invented,  and  there  are  still 
numerous  crossings  at  grade  where  no  such  device  is  used. 
An  interlocking  plant  is  primarily  a  safety  device,  calculated 
to  protect  the  lives  and  limbs  of  passengers  and  train  em- 
ployees. Secondarily,  it  is  a  device  calculated  to  facilitate 
traffic  and  commerce.  It  is  not  a  crossing.  The  junior 
road  has  the  right  under  the  statute  to  cross  the  senior  line. 
Such  right  existed  when  the  roads  of  the  appellant  companies 
were  built  When  that  right  is  exercised,  it  is  as  important 
that  the  employees  and  the  patrons  of  one  line  be  protected 
as  it  is  that  those  of  the  other  should  be ;  and  it  is  likewise  as 
essential  that  commerce  be  not  impeded  on  the  one  line  as 
it  is  on  the  other. 

The  state  has  the  undoubted  right  in  the  exercise  of  its 
police  power  to  require  railway  companies  to  install  safety 
devices  such  as  interlocking  plants,  whenever  in  the  exercise 
of  any  reasonable  judgment  the  public  safety  or  convenience 
requires  such  installation.  This  is  true  as  to  roads  that  were 
constructed  a  half  century  ago,  and  it  is  true  of  roads  that 
are  constructed  at  the  present  time.  It  is  conceded  in  the 
opinion  of  the  court  that  this  right  exists,  but  only  in  a  re- 
stricted way.  The  court  holds  that  such  power  of  regula- 
tion can  be  exercised  only  when  the  junior  road  is  required 
to  defray  the  entire  expense  of  the  safety  appliance  used  for 
the  protection  of  persons  on  both  roads.     Herein  it  seems  to 
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me  that  the  court  has  departed  from  soimd  legal  principl 
well-nigh  uiuTersally  recogoized,  and  has  confounded  tl 
power  of  the  state  in  the  exercise  of  eminent  domain  wi 
its  exercise  of  police  power.  Our  constitution  prevents  tl 
taking  of  private  property  for  public  use  without  just  coi 
pensati^m.  Compensation  has  never  beeai  required  or  co 
sidered  as  a  necessary  element  in  the  exercise  of  police  powe 
If  the  necessity  exists  for  the  eaercise  of  the  power  it  mi 
always  be  exercised,  regardless  of  whether  private  propen 
is  taken  or  not.  So  the  question  here  is,  not  what  the  e 
pense  of  the  interlocking  plant  will  be,  or  who  shall  bear  tl 
burden  of  its  instalment,  but,  Does  the  public  safety  or  tl 
public  convenience  require  that  it  be  installed }  If  this  fa 
exists,  the  power  of  the  state  is  plenary  to  order  the  install 
tion  and  to  make  such  provision  in  r^ard  to  the  division  < 
expense  as  it  deems  just.  In  tlie  exercise  of  this  power 
may  order  the  removal  of  expensive  industrial  plants  thi 
wore  not  originally  but  have  become  nuisances  by  reason  ( 
the  growth  of  the  cities  in  which  they  are  located.  It  ma 
tear  down  dangerous  structures,  may  destroy  liquor  unla* 
fully  kept  for  sale,  may  establish  quarantine  regulation 
may  destroy  animals  afflicted  with  a  contagious  disease,  ma 
raze  buildings  to  prevent  the  spread  of  conflagrations,  an 
may  do  many  other  things  too  numerous  to  mention,  and  a 
these  things  may  be  done  without  an  iota  of  compensatio 
to  the  persons  damaged.  If  it  be  conceded,  as  it  seems  to  bi 
that  the  police  power  may  be  invoked  to  require  safety  di 
vices  to  be  installed,  there  is  little  support  in  the  authoritiE 
for  the  position  that  the  state  may  not  apportion  the  expene 
between  the  carriers  affected.  Freund,  Police  Power,  §  61 
et  seq.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  state  may  not  require  safet 
devices  such  as  interlocking  plants  to  eaf^uard  croesings,  n 
gardlcss  of  whether  such  crossings  are  made  before  or  aft« 
the  passage  of  the  law  requiring  the  devices  to  be  used.  Th 
power  to  require  the  device  necessarily  carries  with  it  th 
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power  to  determine  who  shall  bear  the  burden.  There  is,  in 
my  opinion,  no  more  reason  for  requiring  the  junior  road  to 
bear  the  entire  burden  of  such  a  device  where  the  crossing 
was  made  in  1908  than  there  would  be  in  requiring  such  a 
road  to  bear  the  entire  expense  of  an  interlocking  plant  in 
connection  with  a  crossing  made  forty  years  ago.  As  popu- 
lation and  traffic  increases,  the  use  of  such  devices  will  be- 
come more  general,  and  it  is  apparent  that  such  devices  will 
be  installed  at  crossings  where  for  a  long  series  of  years  none 
have  been  maintained.  Under  the  very  act  we  are  consider- 
ing, the  Commission  might  have  found  that  no  necessity  ex- 
isted for  the  constructing  of  an  interlocking  plant.  It  is, 
however,  expressly  authorized  at  any  time  in  the  future  to 
order  such  a  plant  to  be  constructed  if  the  public  good  so  re- 
quires. If  such  construction  were  ordered  after  the  right  of 
way  had  been  condemned,  then  certainly  the  senior  road 
could  not  be  reimbursed  for  its  part  of  the  outlay  in  any  con- 
demnation proceeding. 

No  very  clear  legislative  declaration  is  made  in  the  law  of 
1907  requiring  railway  companies  to  adopt  and  install  ap- 
proved safety  devices  whenever  necessary  to  protect  life  or 
to  facilitate  commerce,  although  such  declaration  may  be 
fairly  implied  from  the  language  used.  In  the  absence  of 
such  provision,  express  or  implied,  in  the  law,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  say  that  it  did  not  confer  legislative  power  upon 
the  Commission  under  the  rule  of  State  ex  rel.  Adams  v. 
Burdge,  95  Wis.  390,  70  N.  W.  347 ;  Dowling  v.  Lancashire 
Ins.  Co,  92  Wis.  63,  65  K  W.  738 ;  In  re  North  Milwaukee, 
93  Wis.  616,  67  N.  W.  1033,  and  kindred  cases.  It  being 
the  policy  of  the  legislature  to  require  such  appliances  to  be 
installed  whenever  reasonably  necessary,  the  legislature  may 
constitutionally  delegate  to  the  Commission  the  power  to  de- 
termine the  fact  as  to  whether  or  not  the  necessity  exists  for 
an  interlocking  device  at  a  ^iven  point.  When  such  deter- 
mination is  made,  it  becomes  incumbent  on  the  railroads  af- 
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fected  to  install  the  device.  It  is  competent  for  the  legisl 
ture  to  make  any  reasonable  apportionment  of  the  expeni 
of  Buch  dervice,  and  it  may  delegate  to  the  Commission  tl 
right  to  make  such  apportionment  I  do  not  think  there 
any  inequity  in  requiring  the  junior  and  senior  railroads  a 
fected  to  contrihute  equally  to  the  expense  of  constructir 
and  maintaining  a  safety  device  where  the  benefits  to  be  d 
rived  are  substantially  equal.  In  any  event,  the  legislatui 
has  the  right  to  make  the  apportionment,  and  its  apportioi 
ment  is  final  unless  it  palpably  violates  some  constitution; 
provision  in  so  doing.  The  division  of  expense  made  in  th 
case  by  the  Commission  stands  on  the  same  footing  as  if  mat 
by  the  legislature. 

Sec  1797—56,  Stats.  (Lawa  of  1907,  ch.  464),  clearl 
empowers  the  Commission  to  determine  and  apportion  tL 
coat  of  the  protective  appliance  and  of  the  expense  of  opera 
ing  and  maintaining  the  same  between  the  senior  and  juni( 
lines,  and  further  provides  that  the  expenses  so  apportione 
shall  be  paid  by  the  companies  to  which  they  are  apportione< 

I  do  not  think  it  was  the  intention  of  the  legislature  I 
permit  the  senior  line  to  recover  hack  from  the  junior  lini 
in  condemnation  proceedings  or  otherwise,  the  amoimt  n 
quired  to  be  paid  by  the  senior  line  under  see.  1797 — 5f 
There  is  no  language  in  the  act  from  which  such  a  right  ca 
be  implied.  The  plain  ordinary  mpaning  of  the  statute  i 
that  what  is  paid  by  the  senior  line  is  paid  for  a  device  tht 
will  inure  to  its  benefit  as  well  as  to  the  benefit  of  the  junir 
road,  for  the  recovery  of  which  no  right  exists.  It  seems  t 
me  to  be  an  unjustifiable  construction  of  the  statute  to  hoi 
that  it  means  oUierwisa  It  is  a  purely  senseless  proceedin 
to  require  the  senior  road  to  contribute  to  the  constructio 
in  the  first  instance  and  then  require  a  like  amount  of  mone 
to  be  refunded  to  it.  The  legislature  should  be  acquitted  c 
intending  anything  so  childish.  Indeed,  the  court  holds  fha 
it  adopts  its  construction  of  the  law,  not  because  it  is  th 
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reasonable  one,  but  because  it  is  necessary  to  do  so  to  avoid 
declaring  it  unconstitutional. 

The  construction  adopted  by  the  court  is  impracticable  and 
cannot  be  carried  out  A  money  award  only  can  be  made 
In  condemnation  proceedings.  It  is  impossible  to  make  such 
an  award  to  cover  maintenance  expenses.  No  one  can  deter- 
mine when  the  earth  will  cease  to  exist,  or  is  wise  enough 
to  say  that  these  roads  will  not  be  operated  for  all  time. 

Sec.  1797 — 66  directly  negatives  the  construction  placed 
thereon  by  the  court.  Condemnation  proceedings  are  usu- 
ally instituted  and  carried  on  before  the  new  road  is  actually 
constructed,  and  must  be  so  carried  on  if  the  landowner  so 
elects.  The  Commission  may  not  in  the  first  instance  re- 
quire safety  appliances  to  be  installed  at  aU.  If  the  exi- 
gencies of  business  later  require  installation,  the  Commission 
may  at  any  time  order  the  appliances  to  be  put  in.  If,  in 
this  case,  no  interlocking  plant  had  been  ordered  by  the  Com- 
mission, could  the  expense  of  such  a  plant  be  charged  to  the 
junior  road  in  condemnation  proceedings  based  upon  the 
contingency  that  such  a  plant  might  be  ordered  at  some  time 
in  the  future?  I  think  not,  and  that,  if  installation  were 
ordered  five  or  ten  years  hence,  there  would  be  no  doubt  un- 
der the  law  that  both  roads  might  be  required  to  share  in  the 
expense. 

It  is  said  in  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

**Tlie  right  to  alter  or  repeal  existing  charters  is  not  with- 
out limitation  when  the  question  of  vested  property  rights 
under  the  charter  is  involved.  The  power  is  one  of  r^ula- 
tion  and  control,  and  does  not  authorize  interference  with 
properly  rights  vested  under  the  power  granted.'* 

I  desire  to  expressly  record  my  dissent  from  the  quoted 
part  of  the  opinion.  Sec.  1,  art.  XI,  of  our  constitution  em- 
powers the  legislature  to  enact  laws  for  the  formation  of  all 
corporations  without  banking  privileges.  It  expressly  pro- 
vides that  "all  general  laws  or  special  acts,  enacted  under  the 
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proFisions  of  this  section,  ma;  be  altered  or  repealed  liy  th 
legislature  at  an;  time  after  their  passage."  There  is  n 
limitation  on  the  right  of  the  legialature  to  repeal  corporal 
charters  except  the  oonscienceB  of  the  le^slators,  and  a 
limitation  on  the  right  of  amendment  except  the  XLVt 
amendment  to  the  federal  consUtutiim.  The  state  may  n( 
conhscate  the  property  of  corporatiims  to  itself,  but  the  ii 
cidental  lose  that  may  result  from  the  repeal  of  a  corporat 
charter  ia  one  that  every  corporation  knowingly  faces  an 
assents  to  when  it  elects  to  incorporate  under  the  laws  of  th 
state.  This  provision  of  our  constitution  was  advisedly  ii 
serted  to  obviate  the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the  suprem 
court  of  the  United  States  in  tlie  Dartmouth  College  Case,  ■ 
Mlieat.  518.  It  is  too  plain  to  admit  of  more  than  one  mean 
ing  or  interpretation  and  too  important  to  be  frittered  awa; 
by  inadmissible  construction. 

I  think  the  order  of  the  circuit  court  should  be  affinne<] 
and  that  the  appellants  are  not  entitled  to  recover  in  con 
demnation  proceedings  any  part  of  the  expense  of  installing 
the  interlocking  plant 

WiNSLow,  C.  J,,  concurs  in  the  forgoing  disaentin; 
opinion. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  June  9,  1909 : 

Maeshaxi,,  J.  (concurring).  It  escaped  my  attention  til 
after  the  court's  opinion  was  filed  that  it  is  there  suggestei 
that  the  question  of  whether  proceedings  to  obtain  the  cer 
tificate  of  public  ncccissity  and  convenience  were  prematun 
was  involved  on  this  appeal.  That  is  hardly  accurate.  Sucl 
proceedings  were  necessarily  commenced  and  concluded  un 
dor  see.  1797—48,  Stata.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  454),  and  pre 
ceding  sections  before  this  proceeding  was  instituted.  Thi 
former  related  to  general  right  to  construct  the  road.  Thi 
latter  to  manner  of  constructing  it,  including  crossings  o: 
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r  roada  and  the  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation 
ueasary  safety  devices  at  such  crossings,  and  necessarily 
ired,  as  hereafter  indicated,  preliminary  thereto  the  lo- 
\g  of  Buch  croesings.  The  rij^t  to  cross  other  railroad 
:b  is  referable  to  subd.  6,  sec.  182S,  Stats.  (1898).  The 
wity,  in  case  of  disagreement,  to  fix  the  place  of  any 

crossing  is  also  referable  to  such  subdivision,  unless  it 
iperseded  by  the  act  of  1907,  which  appellant  denied. 
ocation  of  the  crossing  in  question  had  been  made  under 
}ld  law,  therefore  appellant  contended  this  proceeding, 
wing  in  logical  order  the  prelitiitDary  one  to  obtain  the 
Ell  certificate,  was  prematurely  commenced, 
le  act  of  1907  did  not  expressly  supersede  the  old  law 
gards  authority  to  locate  crossings.  It  did,  as  indicated 
e  decisiooi,  confer  such  power  as  to  things  made  the  sub- 
mattor  of  this  proceeding,  as,  by  necessary  implication, 
Try  therewith  power  to  locate  the  place  of  crossing  any 
■  road,  thns  repealing  the  old  law  on  the  subject  So  it 
held,  this  proceeding  was  not  prematurely  brought  be- 
i  power  to  locate  the  place  of  crossing  of  another  road 
cidental  to  the  power  sought  spcciaJly  to  be  exercised. 
7  oversight,  I  think,  the  declaration  a2>pear3  in  the  opin- 
hat  the  reserve  power  in  the  constitution  to  alter,  amend, 
repeal  corporate  charters  is  "on©  of  regulation  and  con- 
'  The  court  did  net  intend  to  go  further  than  Sinking- 
i  Caaet,  98  U.  S.  700,  cited  to  the  effect  that  such  power 
not  exteoA  to  authority  to  take  away  property  acquired 
r  a  corporate  charter. 

le  trial  court  is  acquitted  in  the  decision,  I  understand, 
iving  determined  that,  in  the  ultimate,  the  senior  road 

bear  any  of  the  burden  of  the  crossing  or  its  accessories, 
r  of  construction,  maintenance,  or  operation.  It  is  held 
the  order  and  judgment  merely  create  a  status  to  be  dealt 

in  condemnation  proceedings,  and  that  so  far  as  it  and 
msequences  would  otherwise  be,  by  appropriation  of  its 
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property,  to  tte  permanent  pecuniary  injury  of  appellant  a 
compared  witli  the  situation  -without  the  new  crossing,  th 
oommiseioners  iu  such  proceedings  should  award  a  mone; 
equivalent,  and  that  a  construction  of  the  act  of  1907  to  tha 
end  is  reasonable  and  necessary  to  save  it  from  condemns 
tion  as  unconstitutional. 

The  decision  of  the  court  recognizes  that  the  judgmeu 
complained  of,  following  the  determination  of  the  Railroa> 
Commission,  in  creating  a  status  to  be  dealt  with  in  oonden- 
nation  proceedings,  imposed  upon  the  junior  road. the  hurda 
of  making  the  crossing,  furnishing  all  labor,  material,  am 
appliances  to  that  end.  The  decision,  now,  as  I  imderstan< 
it,  merely  provides  for  the  ultimate  imposition  upon  eud 
road,  by  its  paying  to  the  appellant  a  money  equivalent  fo 
the  burden  left  upon  it  otherwise,  by  the  status  created  b; 
the  judgment.  The  purpose  of  the  concluding  words  of  th 
opinion  was,  as  I  understand  it,  to  cover  the  idea  that  appel 
lant  should  recover  in  the  condemnation  proceedings  on  tha 
basis;  that  is  for  all  damages  caused  to  it  by  a  change  of  it 
property  status  to  its  pecuniary  loss  by  appropriation  of  eud 
property  to  the  use  of  respondents,  including  the  cost  to  it 
the  appellant,  of  grading,  rails,  frogs,  switches,  etc.,  in  vio\ 
of  what  is  required  of  the  junior  road  by  the  judgment,  whid 
requirement  is  left  undisturbed  except  as  indicated.  Tb< 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  opinion  should  not  be  read  a 
requiring  the  commissioners,  in  the  condemnation  proceed 
tngs,  to  award  appellant  compensation  for  the  very  thing 
the  judgment  requires  respondents  to  furnish  in  place.  Tha 
appears  plainly  by  reading  such  concluding  paragraph  in  th' 
light  of  what  precedes  it, 

I  do  not  understand  the  court's  determination  goes  fui 
ther  than  the  precise  situation  dealt  with,  «.  «.  the  awarding 
of  damages  to  be  made  by  commissioners  in  the  condemns 
tion  proceedings  in  case  of  a  status  created  as  in  this  cas* 
It  has  nothing  to  do  with  distribution  of  burdens  in  case  o 
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luJsoiy  installation  of  a  eafet;  device  at  an  ecdsting 

ing. 

I  alread;  indicated,  it  is  a  mistake  to  snppoee  the  eon- 

tion  of  the  act  of  ld07  hj  this  court  is  not  adopted  be- 

i  reasonable,  but  because  it  is  necessary  to  save  the  law. 

the  court's  duty  to  adopt  Buch  reaBonable  construction 
law  as  is  necessary  to  avoid  condemning  it  as  unconsti- 
nal,  and  the  one  adopted  here  was  taken  as  both  so  neces- 

and  reasonable  and  in  accord  with  the  legislative  idea. 
3^11  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose  there  is  any  ques- 
under  the  decision  as  to  competency  of  the  state,  by  vir- 
)f  its  police  power,  to  compel  the  installation  of  safety 
;ee  at  as  existing  railway  crossing  upon  reasonable  con- 
ns, including  an  equal  distribution  of  the  burden  caused 
>by  as  one  of  such  conditions.  But  a  firm  maintenance 
lat  e&lutary  principle  does  not  necessitate  holding  that 
}uld  be  reasonable  to  thus  burden  two  roads  equally  in 
circumstances  of  this  casa 

may,  at  first  blush,  appear  difficult  in  condemnation 
iedings  to  fix  a  money  equivalent  for  one  half  of  the  bur- 
of  the  indefinite  maintenance  and  operation  of  a  cross- 
uid  its  safety  devices,  but  it  seems  the  idea  that  it  is 
;ht  with  insurmountable  difficulties  is  more  imaginary 

reaL  It  may  well  be  said  that  much  more  difficult 
lems  than  that  are  often  met  with  in  condemnation  and 
r  judicial  proceedings.  Upon  proper  evidence  and  com- 
it  data,  not  difficult  to  present,  human  judgment  can 
y  encompass  such  a  situation. 

should  not  be  supposed  that  every  le^slative  regula- 

which  to  any  extent  is  in  the  field  of  police  power,  may 
lestionably  be  made  r^ardlees  of  its  efiect  upon  private 
\a  as  regards  taking  property  for  public  purposes  with- 
rendering  compensation  therefor.  There  is  no  govem- 
a\  function,  which,  rightly  understood  and  adminis- 
1,  is  more  beneficial  to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of 
Voul40  — 13 
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bappineBS  than  the  police  power,  but  which,  not  rightly  un- 
derstood and  administered  within  its  constitutional  limita- 
tions, is  more  liable  to  be  destructive  of  the  verj  rights  gov- 
ernments are  instituted  to  conserve.  It  la  only  in  recent 
yeatB  that  it  has  come  to  be  fully  appreciated  that  such  power 
is  not  without  constitutional  limitations;  that  every  exer- 
cise of  it,  to  be  constitutional,  must  answer  for  legitimacy  at 
the  bar  of  reason  enthroned  in  the  very  E^irit  of  the  funda- 
mental law. 

True,  the  police  power  ia  one  of  necessity.  Anything 
which  may  properly  be  done,  jeferable  thereto  alone,  so  far 
as  it  affects  property  rights  may  be  done  without  rendering 
compensation.  But  if  every  regulation,  justifiable  to  any 
extent  by  the  police  power,  could  be  made  without  referraice 
to  the  power  of  eminent  domain  or  any  other,  private  rights 
would  be  exceedingly  insecure.  The  power  of  eminent  do- 
main and  the  police  power  are  radically  different.  The 
latter  relates  to  r^ulation,  yet  its  exercise  may,  in  many  in- 
stances, result  in  a  practical  taking  of  private  property  for 
public  purposes.  The  former  relates,  in  the  broad  view,  to 
any  appropriation  of  private  property  for  such  purposea 
other  than  by  the  supreme  necsasities  of  war  or  the  power 
of  taxation,  which  is  not  within  the  field  of  legitimate  mere 
police  regulation.  Though  exercise  of  the  police  power  is 
grounded  on  necessity  and  the  public  welfare,  bo  is  that  of 
either  of  the  others.  The  aggregate  of  private  wealth  of 
the  nation,  in  the  broad  view,  is  the  property  of  the  nation 
for  public  purposes,  in  that,  in  the  various  ways  suggested, 
under  constitutional  safeguards,  it  is  subject  to  be  laid  hold 
of  under  the  powers  inherent  in  aovereiijiity  for  such  pur- 
poses, sometimes  by  one  power  elonc  and  sometimes  by  an- 
other, and  soraetiinea  by  one  as  the  primary  force  with  an- 
other as  auxiliary  thereto,  according  to  the  appropriateness 
of  the  instrumentality  or  instrumentalities  to  fit  the  particu- 
lar sitiiatinn  to  be  dealt  with.     Where  the  purpose  ia  l^ti- 
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te  and  the  means  are  legitimate,  in  that  thej  do  not  un- 
y  regulate  so  as  to  unreaBonably  work  a  deprivatioQ  of 
vate  property  riglits  in  caee  the  burden  is  cast  absolutely 
m  proprietors,  the  police  power  alone  fits  the  case.    Where 

regulation  goes  beyond  that  point,  some  auxiliary  power, 
the  power  of  eminent  domain,  is  necessary  to  avoid  the 
ment  of  unreasonableness.  In  that  there  is  no  confusion 
powers. 

iny  supposed  confusion  in  such  a  case  as  that  last  indi- 
ed  is  imaginary  rather  than  real.  It  may  spring  from 
nt  of  appreciation  that  one.  of  the  sovereign  powers  re- 
red  to  may  be,  and  often  is,  necessarily  used  as  auxiliary 
another  in  order  to  legitimately  accomplish  a  particular 
itimate  result.  If  one  puts  his  shoulder  to  the  wheel, 
>plementing  the  power  at  the  pole,  and  by  the  added  ele- 
nt  motion  is  produced,  there  is  no  confusion  of  the  former 
:h  the  latter.  There  is  simply  a  primary  and  auxiliary 
ce,  each  distinct  from  the  other,  operating  to  a  single  end. 
th  the  absence  of  either  the  thing  to  be  accomplished 
uld  remain  undone.  These  principles  I  deem  to  be  fun- 
nental  and  so  forego  authoritative  citations  to  support  or 
istrate  them.  Such  is  the  philosophy  of  the  law  in  its 
entific  aspect,  as  I  view  it,  and  removes  many  of  the  sup- 
led  mysteries  of  the  police  power,  particularly  as  to  where 
ends  as  regards  interfering  with  private  possessions  and 
>  power  of  appropriation  requiring  a  money  equivalent  be- 
13,  The  dividing  line  between  the  two  is  sometimes  shad- 
y.  It  is  less  so  according  as  we  appreciate  the  legitimacy 
the  two  powers  being  wedded,  so  to  speak,  when  necessary 
particular  circumstances.  The  line  is  primarily  for  legis- 
ive   ascertainment   within   fundamental   limitations,   and 

wisdom  should  prevail  in  any  case  unless  manifestly 
nng  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  But  whether  it  is  or  is  not 
Dng,  in  any  given  circumstances,  is  a  Judicial  question, 
at  the  constitutional  instnmientality  to  decide  primarily 
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and  the  one  to  decide  ultimately  should  each  act  consider- 
ately and  fearlessly  and  with  becoming  deference  to  the 
other,  13  the  concept  of  our  aysteiiL  Any  difference  result- 
ing in  the  performance  of  duty  does  not  rightly  suggest  criti- 
cism of  either, 

We  may  nell  concede  that  the  public  in  such  a  case  as  this 
vould  be  benefited  by  the  construction  and  maintenance  oi 
the  safety  device,  but  the  junior  road  would  be  enriched  to 
the  full  amount  it  would  be  required  to  render  the  senior 
road,  in  that  the  former  could  not  be  constructed  without 
the  benelit  of  the  crossing  and  the  latter  would  be  corre- 
spondingly impoverished  if  it  were  not  for  the  compulsory 
exchange  of  equivalents  under  the  power  of  eminent  domain 
as  contemplated  in  the  judgment  of  the  court.  If  the  legis- 
lature contemplated  the  appropriation  without  such  exchange, 
then  the  r^ulation,  it  is  thought,  would  go  beyond  the  legiti- 
mate domain  of  police  power,  and  so,  it  is  thought,  it  was  not 
so  contemplated  and  that  this  negative  can  reasonably  be 
read  out  of  the  enactment  in  question.  The  construction 
given  thereto  in  the  court's  judgment  renders  it  sensible^ 
reasonable,  constitutional,  and  workable. 

The  judgment  below  having  left  the  ultimate  location  of 
part  of  the  burden  cauiicd  by  the  crossing  uncertain,  appel- 
lant rightly  conceived  itself  to  be  aggrieved  and  so  the  con- 
clusion was  reached  that  it  should  not  be  mulct  with  coats 
upon  the  appeal.  • 

The  points  recognized  or  decided  by  tlie  court,  as  I  undeis 
Btand  the  matter,  are  these: 

1.  The  right,  in  the  general  sense,  to  construct  the  road 
is  referable  to  tlie  certificate  of  public  couveuienoe  and  neces- 
sity under  sees.  1707 — 43  to  1797 — 53,  Stats.  (Laws  of 
1907,  ch.  454),  inclusive. 

2.  The  right  to  cross  the  track  of  the  senior  road  ia  ref- 
erable to  subd.  6,  sec.  1828.  Stats.  (1898). 

3.  The  right  to  take  the  property  of  the  sraiior  road  at  the 
point  of  cropping  is  referable  to  such  section. 
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[.  Authority  to  locate  the  place  of  crossing  is  roforable  to 
implied  power  of  the  Bailroad  Commission  under  sees. 
'7 — 54  to  1797 — 56,  inclusive,  and  the  general  spirit 
;he  act  of  1907,  superseding,  by  necessary  inference,  subd. 
lec,  1828,  Stats.  (1898),  on  that  subject. 
>.  The  manner  of  constructing  the  road,  including  man- 
of  making  the  crossing  with  its  accessories  and  the  es- 
iishment  of  status  in  respect  thereto,  to  be  dealt  with  in 
demnation  proceedings,  is  referable  to  the  decision  of  the 
llroad  Commission  imder  sees.  1797 — 54  to  1797 — 56. 
1.  The  manner  of  acquiring  the  property  for  tha  purposes 
;he  road,  including  that  of  any  otbev  road  at  the  crossing, 
eferable  to  sees,  1845  to  1851,  inclusive,  and  such  other 
ts  of  ch.  87,  Stats.  (1898),  as  boar  on  the  subject,  the 
ccedingB  to  that  end  to  be  subsequent  to  the  determina- 
L  by  the  Railroad  Commission  under  sees.  1797 — 54  to 
7 — 56,  inclusive. 

.  The  commissioners  in  condemnation  proceedings  are 
aired  to  deal  with  the  situation  created  by  the  deter- 
lation  aforesaid  making  the  owner  of  the  senior  road 
laed  good  by  award  of  a  money  equivalent  for  such  ap- 
priation  of  its  property  rights  as  shall  be  contemplated 
riew  of  such  determination,  including  the  cost  of  such 
ling,  rails,  frogs,  switches,  and  other  appliances  used  in 
gtructing  and  maintaining  the  crossing,  and  maintaining 
operating  safety  appliances,  as  shall  be  preliminarily  en- 
id  upon  it  in  view  of  such  determination. 

L  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  denied  October  5,  1909. 

ffl  XX  BEL.  Obbat  NoBTinriiH  Railway  Comfant,  Appellant,  vs. 
LAtUiOAD  CoMMissTOK  OF  WiBcofjHiN  and  others,  Respondents. 

March  SI — October  5,  190S. 
e  ex  ret.  Vorthern  Facile  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commfftlon,  ante, 

p.  145,  followed. 
>PEAL  from  a  Judgment  of  tbe  circuit  court  tor  Dane  county; 
:Ar  STETxna.  Circuit  Judge.    Modified  and  aStrmed. 
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For  the  appellant  tbere  wae  a  brief  bj  J.  A.  MurpHv,  attome}', 
ind  W.  M,  Steele,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Ia)uU  Sanitcf 
ind  Charlei  Donnelly. 

For  the  respondents  tbere  was  a  brief  bj  the  Attontey  Qenerat  foi 
he  Railroad  Commission,  by  Luie,  Powell  d  Lvie,  attomeyB  for  the 
^llimeBpoIla,  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company  and  the 
Viaconein  A  Northern  Minneiotti  Railtcajf  Company,  and  by  Alfred 
I.  BriyM,  of  counsel;  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  L.  K. 
Mae  tad  Mr.  Bright. 

The  following  opinion  waa  filed  June  3,  1909: 

Kerwin,  J.  This  case  Is  ruled  by  State  ex  reJ.  iforthem  Fae. 
t.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commi»sion,  ante,  p.  HE,  121  N.  W.  B19. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  Is  modified  so  ae 
o  affirm  the  order  of  the  Railroad  Commi»»ion  without  prejudice  to 
he  appellant's  right  to  recover  all  damages  as  Indicated  iu  the 
>plDloD  In  Sta.te  ex  rel.  Iforttiem  Pac.  R.  Oo.  v.  Railroad  Oomraii- 
ion,  ante,  p.  145,  121  N.  W.  919,  and  as  eo  modified  Is  affirmed.  No 
osts  are  allowed  either  party  upon  this  appeal  except  that  re^nnd- 
iDts  pay  the  clerk's  fees. 

WinsLow,  C.  J.,  and  Babnbb,  J.,  dissent 

A  motion  for  a  rehearlns  was  denied  October  S,  1909. 


iTATB   EX  XEU   IiAKI   SUTF.BIOB  TiBMTNAl   A  TR&NSFn  RAILTAT  OoM- 

PART,  Appellant,  *a.  Railboas  Couuissioh  or  Wisoonaiit  and 
others.  Respondents. 

March  SI— October  S,  1609. 

Hale  ex  rel.  Jtorthen  Paciftc  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  CommUito*,  wife, 
p.  145,  followed. 

Api>eai.  from  a  Judgment  of  the  drcult  court  for  Dane  county: 
C.  Rat  Stevens,  Circuit  Judge.    Modified  and  aSlrmea. 

For  the  appellant  tbere  was  a  brief  by  J.  A.  Murphy,  attorney, 
LOd  W.  M.  Steele,  of  counsel  for  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Com' 
lany,  and  oral  argument  by  Louis  Hanitch  and  Cftorlef  Donnelly. 

For  the  reiipondenta  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
lor  the  Railroad  Comm.U*iojf,  by  Luse,  Powell  d  Lute,  attorneys  for 
he  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  ft  Sault  Ste.  Marls  Railway  Company  and 
:he  Wiacomin  d  Northern  Minnesota  Raiiway  CJompony.  and  by 
ll/ted  H.  Bright,  of  counsel;  and  the  cause  waa  argued  orally  by 
Ifr.  L.  K.  huit  and  Mr.  Bright. 
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following  opinion  was  filed  June  3,  1909: 

iWDf,  J.  Thla  case  la  ruled  by  state  ex  T«t,  XortJtam  Paa. 
V.  Railroaa  Commtafton,  ante,  p.  145,  121  N.  W.  919, 
the  Court. — The  Judgment  of  the  conrt  below  la  modified  bo  a* 
rm  the  order  of  the  RailTOad  Commiaiion  without  prejudice  to 
ppell&nt'a  right  to  recover  all  damages  as  Indicated  in  the 
n  In  State  eg  rel.  Jforthern  Pac.  B.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Oommit- 
mte,  p.  146,  IZI  N.  W.  919,  and  as  so  modified  is  afllrmed.  No 
iiFe  allowed  either  party  upon  this  appeal  except  that  respond- 
lay  the  clerk's  fees. 

iSLOw;  C.  J.,  and  Barkis,  J.,  dissent. 

totion  for  a  rehearlns  was  denied  October  5,  1909. 


,  Adrnmistratriz,  Kespondent,  vs.  Ukifobu  State  & 
Packaob  Coupaity,  Appellant. 

April  I— October  5, 1906. 

r  onS  servant:  Death  of  tervant:  VngvarSeS  opening  in  vat: 
Uatutory  duty  of  matter:  Kejriiffence;  Aatumption  of  riik: 
Jontribatorn  negUgence:  Evidence:  Queitiont  for  jurv:  In- 
tmctiom:  Placing  gaardi  after  accident:  Order  of  proof:  Bur- 
[e»  of  proof:  Intoriaation  of  aecedent  at  other  timet. 

an  action  for  death  of  an  employee  In  defendant's  faotoiy 
vho  fell  into  an  unguarded  opening  caused  by  the  ri^slag  of 
I  trap  door  In  the  top  of  a  tank  of  hot  water,  it  Is  held  upon 
lie  CTidenca  to  hare  been  a  question  for  the  Jury  whether  sucb 
tpenlag  ccnid  hare  been  guarded  by  barriers  or  other  safe- 
piards  without  unreasonably  Interfering  with  the  work  which 
vas  being  carried  on  and  which  could  Hot  be  performed  with 
lie  door  closed. 

nployees  do  net  aasnaie  the  risks  arising  from  negligent  failure 
it  the  employer  to  surronnd  Tata  containing  bot  liquids  wtth 
proper  safeguards  as  required  by  sec.  1636^,  Stats.  (1S9S). 

an  action  for  death  of  an  employee  caused  by  aucfa  negligrare, 
»ntributory  negligence  oC  the  deceased  other  than  assBrnption 
if  the  rUk  may  be  shown  and  may  constitute  a  defense. 
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4.  Wbcre  In  aa  actios  tor  death  the  quesUoa  whether  decedent  wai 

guiltj  of  contrlbntory  negllBcnoe  aa  a  matter  of  law  la  undei 
the  evldenc*  eitremelf  close,  the  appellate  court  must  plaa 
conalderable  reliance  upon  the  decision  of  the  trial  court. 

6.  Contributory  negligence  ot  the  decedent  Is  held  not  to  have  beet 
conclusively  established  In  this  case,  there  being  evidence  fron 
which  the  Jury  might  Infer  that  at  the  time  he  tell  into  at 
opening  in  the  top  ot  a  vat  containing  hot  water  the  atean 
arising  therefrom  was  m  dense  that  he  became  confused  oi 
partially  lost  his  way.    Bakkss  and  MAnaw^iT.,  jj.,  dissent. 

8.  Evii^ence  that  after  the  accident  defendant  placed  guards  around 
the  openlnc  was  not  competent  to  show  negligence  In  not  hav 
Ing  It  cnarded  at  the  time  ot  the  accident,  but  when  offered 
merely  to  show  that  It  was  feasible  to  place  such  guards  waf 
competent  and  was  properly  admitted  aa  part  of  plalntHTs  ca£« 
In  chief. 

T.  Failure  to  instruct  the  jury  that  such  evidence  was  no  proof  ol 
defendant's  negligence  was  not  error  in  the  absence  of  a  r» 
queat  tor  Buch  Instruction. 

5.  Contributory  negtlgeDce  Is  an  afflmatlve  defense  and  the  burden 

of  establishing  It  Is  upon  the  defendant  whether  the  evidence 
to  establish  It  be  given  by  witnesses  for  plalntlK  or  for  defend- 
ant. Achtenhagen  v.  Watertown,  IS  Wla  331,  distinguished. 
t.  In  an  action  tor  death  Involving  the  question  ot  decedent's  con- 
tributory negligence,  evidence  that  he  had  been  Intoxicated  on 
former  occasions  was  Inadmissible, 

Ai'pEAi,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Doug- 
las county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  damages  for  the  deatli 
of  plaintiff's  intestate  and  resulted  in  a  verdict  and  judg- 
ment for  plaintiff,  from  which  this  appeal  is  taken. 

Ou  December  24,  1907,  about  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon, 
the  deceased  walked  into  an  open  tank  of  hot  water  at  ap- 
pellant's plant  and  met  his  death  in  consequence  thereof. 
The  tank  was  thirty-three  feet  wide  and  fifty-two  feet  long, 
and  was  divided  into  three  compartments,  each  ten  feet  by 
fifty-two  feet,  and  the  water  therein  was  eight  feet  deep. 
There  was  no  roof  over  the  tank  and  it  was  covered  with  two- 
inch  plank.  In  each  of  the  coinpartmenta  and  extending 
lengthwise  thereof  there  were  five  trap  doors,  each  seven  foot 
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g  and  three  feet  four  inches  wide.  These  triip  doors 
*e  kept  closed  except  when  the  compftrtment,  of  which 
y  furnished  a  partial  covering,  was  being  emptied  or 
;d.      Each  compartment  held  a  daj's  supply  of  bolts  for 

factory.  The  contents  of  one  was  being  manufactured 
ile  another  was  being  filled,  and  in  the  third  bolts  were 
ag  boiled  preparatory  to  manufacture.  The  bolts  were 
ried  from  the  vat  into  the  factory  by  an  endless  chain, 
ich,  together  with  a  runway  leading  thereto,  extends  about 
:ecn  feet  from  the  factory  proper.     As  the  bolts  were  be- 

manufactured  the  same  were  pushed  onto  the  endless 
in;  those  nearest  the  chain  being  first  taken.  As  the 
cess  of  emptying  the  compartment  continued,  it  was  neces- 
y  to  keep  raising  the  trap  doors  extending  toward  the 
r  end  of  the  vat,  so  as  to  push  the  blocks  onto  the  chain. 
)n  the  morning  in  question  the  middle  compartment  was 
ig  emptied,  and  the  three  trap  doors  therein  nearest  the 
leas  chain  were  open,  and  two- men  were  at  work  in  puah- 
the  bolts  onto  the  chain.  The  deceased  stepped  into  the 
ning  farthest  from  the  endless  chain  and  nearest  the  rear 

of  the  vat.  He  had  been  working  at  the  plant  for  six 
iths.  His  work  consisted  principally  in  rolling  the  bolts, 
they  were  sawed,  into  the  vats,  and  in  taking  the  trim- 
igs  and  short  pieces  of  waste  from  the  logs  as  they  were 
into  bolts  and  placing  them  in  a  pile  at  the  rear  or  west 

of  the  vat     On  the  morning  of  his  injury  the  deceased 

engaged  principally  in  removing  the  waste  material. 
I  compartment  neasest  the  mill  was  being  filled  and  the 
s  were  being  carried  into  this  portion  of  the  vat  by  force 
;ravity.  The  trap  door  into  which  the  deceased  fell  had 
1  open  about  an  hour  before  the  accident.  It  was  neces- 
'  for  the  deceased  in  carrying  away  the  refuse  tx>  pass 
r  the  middle  compartment  and  over  one  of  the  trap  doors 
ein.  The  direct  line  between  the  point  from  wliicli  he 
:  the  refuse  and  the  place  where  he  deposited  it  would 
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be  about  four  feet  from  the  open  trap  door.  The  point  when 
he  actuall;  stepped  into  the  vat  ie  not  definitely  established 
but  the  evidence  tending  to  show  that  it  was  about  seven  fee 
out  of  the  direct  line  of  travel  is  reaaonablj  satisfactory  ant 
18  not  disputed.  The  distance  the  refuse  was  carried  wai 
twenty-five  feet  During  the  hour  that  the  trap  door  wai 
open,  deceased  in  carrying  the  refuse  passed  by  the  opei 
space  in  the  neighborhood  of  forty  times  and  within  a  verj 
few  feet  of  the  same.  He  was  making  bis  return  trip  aftei 
having  deposited  a  block  in  the  rear  end  of  the  vat  when  h( 
fell  in.  He  was  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  manner  ii 
which  the  work  was  conducted.  He  and  the  two  men  em 
ployed  to  push  the  bolts  onto  the  endless  chain  were  the  onlj 
men  employed  on  the  top  of  the  vat. 

There  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that  at  times  there 
vas  considerable  steam  issuing  from  the  openings,  occasioned 
by  the  lifting  of  the  trap  doors,  as  well  as  some  steam  escap 
ing  through  the  cracks.  At  times  it  appeared  to  be  quitf 
dense  and  would  then  clear  away  for  a  short  interval.  Tht 
Bvidence  leaves  the  impression  that,  while  there  was  more  oi 
less  steam  escaping  all  the  time,  there  were  times  when  the 
v&t  was  comparatively  free  from  it;  while  at  other  times  il 
apparently  settled  and  beclouded  the  vat. 

Appellant  urges  that  the  court  erred  (1)  in  refusing  to 
»rant  a  nonsuit;  (2)  in  refusing  to  direct  a  verdict;  (3)  in 
instructing  the  jury;  (4)  in  ruling  on  evidence;  (5)  in  re- 
fusing to  change  the  answers  of  tho  jury  to  two  questions  in 
the  special  verdict;  (6)  in  refusing  a  new  trial;  and  (7)  in 
Drdcring  ]u<lgmcnt  for  respondent. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Lamoreux,  Shea  d 
Date,  and  oral  argument  by  C.  A.  Lamorevx. 

0.  N.  Eisjord,  for  the  respondent. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  April  20,  1909: 

Barnes,  J.  This  appeal  involves  the  following  questions : 
f  1 )  Was  the  defendant  negligent !     (2)  Was  decedent  guilty 


AUGUST  TERM,  1909. 


Lind  V.  Uniform  S.  &  P.  Co.  140  Wia.  183. 


contributory  negligence?  (3)  Was  it  error  to  permit 
plaintiff  to  show  that  the  openings  in  the  top  of  the  vat 
B  guarded  after  the  accident )  (4)  Did  the  court  err  in 
rging  the  jury  that  the  burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  de- 
iant  to  establish  the  defense  of  contributory  negligeniie? 
.  The  only  ground  of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defend- 
that  it  is  claimed  existed  was  its  failure  to  surround  the 
1  spaces,  left  in  the  top  of  the  vat  by  the  raising  of  tlie 
I  doors  therein,  with  suitable  barriers  or  saf^uards  for 
protection  of  its  employees,  as  required  by  sec.  1636;. 
8.  (1898).  There  can  he  little  doubt  that  the  open  un- 
ited trap  door  created  a  situation  of  danger  for  em- 
ees  working  around  the  opening,  and  it  was  a  question 
the  jury  to  determine  on  the  evidence  whether  such  open- 
could  be  guarded  without  unreasonably  interfering  with 
work  that  was  being  carried  on,  and  which  could  not  be 
ormed  with  the  doors  closed.  Van  de  Bogart  v.  Mari- 
i  &  M.P.  Co.  132  Wis.  367,  112  N.  W.  443;  Kreider 
'is.  Biver  P.  &  P.  Go.  110  Wis.  645,  657,  86  N.  W.  662. 
be  latter  case  it  is  said  that  most  of  the  cases  arising  uu- 
sec.  1636y,  where  there  is  a  failure  to  guard,  leave  the 
tion  of  breach  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  employer  to  the 
,  unless  there  is  no  room  for  conflicting  inferences.  This 
t  cannot  hold  as  a  matter  of  law  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
t  evidence  of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  to 
f  the  case  to  the  jury.  The  jury  having  found  that  the 
ndant  was  n^ligent  in  failing  to  provide  guards  as  re- 
ed by  the  statute  referred  to,  the  question  of  assumption 
Bzard  by  the  deceased  is  not  in  the  case,  although  other 
es  of  contributory  ni^ligence  might  be  shown  and  might 
titute  a  defense.  Klolz  v.  Power  &  M.  M.  Co.  136  Wis. 
lie  N.  W.  770. 

The  deceased  had  been  employed  on  top  of  this  vat  for 
Donths  and  had  passed  by  and  a  short  distance  from  the 
trap  door  forty  or  fifty  times  within  the  hour  imme- 
ily  preceding  the  accident,  so  that  he  was  thoroughly 
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familiar  with  his  aurroundings  and  with  the  fact  that  t 
trap  door  was  open  and  with  the  danger  to  be  apprehend 
therefrom.  The  question  as  to  whether  the  deceased  shot 
not  be  held  to  have  been  guilty  of  contributory  negliger 
as  a  matter  of  law  is  extremely  close,  and  is  therefore  one 
which  considerable  reliance  must  be  placed  upon  the  decisi 
of  the  trial  court  who  heard  the  testimony,  Powell  v.  Ai 
land  I.  (£  8.  Co.  98  Wis.  35,  13  N.  W.  573 ;  Bohn  v.  Each 
119  Wis.  341,  343,  96  N.  W.  813;  Nicoi^  v.  Wagner,  1 
Wis.  67,  72,  81  N.  W.  999;  Collins  v.  Janesville,  117  W 
415,  423,  94  N.  W.  309.  This  court  is  of  the  opinion  it 
there  was  evidence  from  which  the  jury  might  infer  that  t 
steam  was  so  dense  that  the  deceased  became  confused 
partially  lost  his  way  in  making  his  return  trip,  and  walk 
into  the  opening  without  being  able  to  see  it  because  of  t 
steam,  or  that,  because  of  his  inability  to  see,  be  deviat 
from  his  regular  course  of  travel,  believing,  however,  ti 
he  was  pursuing  it,  and  that  it  should  not  be  here  held  ai 
matter  of  law  that  the  deceased  failed  to  exercise  ordina 
care.  The  writer  of  this  opinion  does  not  concur  in  tl 
view,  and  thinks  that  the  court  should  have  directed  a  vi 
diet  for  the  defendant  because  decedent's  negligence  was  ct 
clusively  established. 

3.  The  plaintiff,  before  resting  her  case,  was  permitted 
show  that  after  the  accident  the  defendant  placed  guai 
around  the  opening  caused  by  the  opening  of  the  trap  doo 
As  proof  tending  to  show  negligonce  this  evidence  was  : 
competent  and  its  receipt  would  bo  reversible  error,  d 
ieUo  V.  Landwehr.  28  Wis.  522;  Lang  v.  Sanger,  76  W 
71,  44  N.  W.  1095 ;  Awlerson  v.  C.  St.  P.,  M.  &  0.  R.  i 
87  Wis.  195,  58  N.  W.  79;  Kreider  v.  lVi"«.  Biver  P.  & 
Co.  110  Wis.  645,  86  N.  W.  663 ;  Odegard  v.  North  Wis. 
Co.  130  Wis.  659,  110  N.  W.  809.  A  jury  would  very  n 
urally  construe  the  action  of  the  defendant  in  placing  guar 
in  position  after  the  accident  as  an  admission  on  its  pi 
that  the  dangerous  place  was  not  properly  or  sufficieni 
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led  before.  Such  an  inference  mig^t  be  altogether 
g,  because,  as  is  said  in  tbe  cases  cited,  if  sucb  an  in- 
ce  were  permissible,  "the  fact  that  a  person  at  a  oei^ 
iirae  commences  using  and  exercising  extraordinary  care 
^iven  case  may  be  used  against  him  to  prove  that  before 
time  he  had  failed  to  use  reasonable  and  ordinary  care." 
Uo  V.  Landwehr,  supra;  Lang  v,  Sanger,  supra;  Ander- 
.  C.  St.  p.,  M.  <&  0.  R.  Co.,  supra.  Proof  Aat  an  al- 
danger  was  guarded  against  after  an  accident  hap- 

I  might  well  be  considered  by  the  jury  as  convincing 
Dce  of  existing  negligence  before  the  repair  was  made, 
e  accuracy  of  this  rule  is  not  questioned  by  the  respond- 
lut  it  is  argued  that  it  is  not  applicable  here  because  the 
nee  was  offered,  not  to  show  negligence,  but  to  show 
t  was  feasible  to  place  a  guard  around  the  opening.  In 
penning  v.  Bock,  136  Wis.  372,  317  N.  W.  805,  this 

held  that  evidence  of  subsequent  repair  to  a  highway 
t  be  offered  to  rebut  the  contention  of  the  defendant 
that  the  notice  of  injury  served  was  so  indefinite  as  to 
wation  of  the  defect  complained  of  that  the  town  was 
d  by  it.  We  entertain  no  doubt  that,  if  the  defendant 
ffered  proof  to  show  that  it  was  not  practicable  to  guard 
pen  space  in  the  vat,  such  evidence  might  be  rebutted 
owing  that  defendant  had  in  fact  guarded  it.     The  evi- 

offered  tended  to  show  that  the  opening  into  which  de- 
t  fell  might  have  been  guarded.     This  fact  might  just 

II  have  been  proved  by  other  evidence,  and  tbe  real  ques- 
s,  Should  the  plaintiff  have  been  permitted  to  offer  the 
ace  as  part  of  her  proof  before  resting  her  case,  it  being 
:tedly  incompetent  for  some  purposes  I  Under  the  de- 
is  in  Grundy  v.  JanesviUe,  84  Wis.  574,  578,  54  N.  W. 

and  BaUimore  &  P.  R.  Co.  r.  Cumberland,  176  U.  S. 
236,  we  shall  have  to  hold  that  the  evidence  offered  was 
;tent,  the  purpose  of  the  offer  being  restricted.  In  the 
dy  Case,  as  here,  the  objectionable  evidence  was  intro- 

aa  part  of  plaintiff's  case  in  chief,  as  an  examination 
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of  the  printed  case  shows.  Had  defendant  requested  th 
court  to  charge  the  jury  that  such  evidence  ■was  no  proof  o 
negligence  on  its  part,  it  would  have  been  error  to  refuse  t 
so  charge.  No  request  having  been  made,  it  was  not  erro 
for  t^e  court  to  omit  the  giving  of  any  instruction  on  th 
subject.  McCoy  v.  Milwaukee  St.  R.  Co.  88  Wis.  56,  5: 
N.  W.  463. 

4.  Contributory  negligence  was  an  affirmative  defense,  an 
there  was  no  error  in  charging  the  jury  that  the  burden  o 
proof  was  on  the  defendant  to  establish  it  by  a  prepondei 
ance  o£  the  evidence.  Gill  v.  Homrighauaen,  79  "Wis,  63^ 
48  N.  W.  862 ;  Hoye  v.  C.  £  N.  W.  B.  Co.  67  Wis.  1,  2 
N.  W.  646 ;  Eelly  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  E.  Co.  60  Wis.  480,  1 
N.  W.  521;  Bandail  v.  N.  W.  Tel.  Co.  54  Wis.  140,  1 
K.  W.  419.  It  is  immaterial  whether  the  evidence  establisl 
iug  such  negligence  is  given  by  the  witnesses  for  the  plaim 
iff  or  the  defendant.  The  case  of  Achtenhagen  v.  Watet 
town,  18  Wis.  331,  relied  on  by  appellant  as  establisbin 
A  different  rule,  simply  holds  that  where  the  evidence  offerc 
in  plaintiff's  behalf  raises  an  inference  of  contributory  nej 
ligence  he  cannot  recover  unless  he  establishes  a  prima  faci 
case  showing  that  he  was  not  negligent 

We  think  there  was  no  error  committed  in  refusing  to  ac 
mit  evidence  showing  that  the  decedent  had  been  intoxicate 
on  former  'occasions.  The  evidence  tending  to  show  that  h 
was  under  the  influence  of  stimulants  on  the  morning  of  th 
accident  is  very  shadowy. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 

Habshall,  J.  (disseniing  in  part).  I  dissent  from  tJi 
decision  that  the  deceased  was  not  guilty  of  contributor 
negligence  as  a  matter  of  law.  I  concur  with  the  writer  c 
the  court's  opinion  on  that  subject. 

A  motifffi  for  a  rehearing  was  denied  October  5,  1909. 
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Babdok,  Appellant,  vb.  O'Brieit,  Respondent. 

ApHl  J— October  5, 1909. 

a*:  ConttrucHoN.-  Retervation  or  exception:  Orowlng  Umber, 

&  conveyance  ot  land,  a  clause  "reserving  the  pine  and  cedar 
timber  now  growlnB  or  being  thereon  and  the  right  to  cut  and 
remove  the  Hame"  Is  an  exception,  not  a  reservation.  The  tlm- 
ber  renalna  the  property  ot  the  grantor,  together  with  a  right 
In  ao  much  of  the  soil  as  is  necessary  to  sustain  it,  and  be  Is 
not  bound  to  remove  It  vltbin  a.  reasonable  time. 

•PEAL  from  ft  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
;y:  A.  J.  ViNJE,  Circuit  Judge.  Reversed. 
lis  action  was  brought  to  recover  the  value  of  pine  and 
•  timber  which  had  been  cut  by  the  defendant  from  the 
I,  i  of  section  23,  town  48  N.,  range  10  W.,  in  Douglas 
ty,  and  which  the  plaintiff  claimed  he  owned  under  a 
vation  in  a  deed  made  by  him  to  Michael  Murray,  dated 
ary  10,  1894,  which  reservation  reads  as  follows:  "Re- 
ng  the  pine  and  cedar  timber  now  growing  or  being 
on  and  the  right  to  cut  and  remove  tlie  same."  On 
aty  11,  1894,  Murray  conveyed  an  undivided  two-thirds 
e  land  to  one  Howard,  excepting  tlie  pine  and  cedar  tim- 
;n'd  the  right  to  cut  and  remove  the  same,  and  on  Febru- 
12,  1894,  he  quitclaimed  to  Howard  an  undivided  two- 
a  without  reservation.  The  defendant  claims  under 
e  conveyances  from  Howard  and  wife  to  one  E,  K.  Lee, 
by  timber  deed  from  Lee  dated  November  4,  1907-  No 
syance  of  the  undivided  one-third  interest  remaining  in 
ray  was  shown.  On  August  3,  1898,  the  plaintiff  sold 
'iUiam  J.  Conness  such  pine  timber  as  Connesa  should 
nd  remove  from  said  land  by  May  1,  1901.  During  the 
jrs  of  1898-99  and  1899-1900  one  Smith  cut  and  re- 
id  certain  pine  from  the  land  under  the  Conness  permit, 
!  of  the  cedar  and  no  other  pine  than  that  taken  by  Smilh 
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7&B  sold  by  the  plaintiff  or  removed  under  sale  or  permit 
rom  him.     The  court  found  as  follows: 

"(1)  That  on  and  prior  to  January  10,  1894,  iie  plaint- 
ff  was  the  owner  of  the  N.  E.  1  of  section  23,  township  4S 
^.,  range  10  W,,  in  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  and  of  all 
if  the  timber  thereon;  that  on  the  10th  day  of  January, 
804,  the  plaintiff  conveyed  said  land  to  one  Michael  Mur 
ay  by  warranty  deed  containing  the  following  reser\'ation : 
reserving  tiie  pine  and  cedar  timber  now  growing  and  being 
hereon  and  the  right  to  cut  and  remove  the  same;'  that  the 
lefendant,  through  mesne  conveyances  from  and  imder  ilur- 
ay  and  prior  to  the  cutting  of  any  timber  by  him,  became 
he  owner  of  all  of  the  timber  upon  said  land  without  actual 
LOtice  or  knowledge  of  any  claim  on  the  part  of  the  plaint- 
ff  imder  said  reservation. 

"(2)  The  court  finds  that  the  defendant  in  the  early  part 
if  the  year  1907,  in  the  winter,  and  in  the  following  winter 
n  the  edrly  part  of  the  year  1908,  cat  and  removed  from  the 
^.  E.  i  of  section  23,  in  township  48  N.,  range  10  W.,  pine 
.nd  cedar  timber  of  the  value  of  $375. 

"(3)  That  the  plaintiff  did  not  say  to  John  G.  Howard 
it  any  time  that  be  had  exercised  his  rights  under  the  reser- 
■ation,  had  sold  or  cut  the  timber  under  said  reservation,  or 
mything  in  substance  like  this,  and  did  not  have  the  con- 
ersation  with  the  witness  John  G.  Howard  as  testified  by 
lim, 

"(4)  That  in  the  month  of  August,  1898,  the  plaintiff 
old  to  one  Conness  all  of  the  pine  timber  upon  the  land 
,bove  described  which  should  be  cut  within  a  period  of  two 
■ears  from  date  of  such  sale,  and  thereafter  said  Conness  r* 
old  the  same  to  one  Smith,  and  said  Smith  thereafter,  and 
n  the  winter  of  1898  and  1899,  cut  over  the  land  for  the 
lino  timber,  taking  off  all  of  the  pine  timber  which,  in  the 
isnal  course  of  business  at  that  time,  was  deemed  merchant 
:ble  for  lumlwring  purposes ;  that  except  aa  above  the  plaint- 
ff  has  not  sold  or  cut,  or  permitted  the  cutting  of,  any  of 
he  timber  from  said  land. 

"(5)  That  the  plaintiff  did  not,  except  as  to  the  pine  tim- 
ler  sold  to  Conness,  cut  or  remove,  or  attempt  to  cut  or  re- 
novo,  the  timber  mentioned  in  the  reservation,  and  that  s 
'easonahle  time  for  the  cutting  and  removing  of  the  timlx-t 
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r  the  reservation  had  expired  before  the  defendant  pnr- 
id  the  timber  npoD  said  lands  and  before  be  cut  or  re- 
id  the  timber  or  any  part  thereof. 

a)  That  the  plaintiff's  deed  to  Michael  Murray,  eon- 
ng  the  reservation  of  timber  as  set  forth  in  the  answer 
in,  was  duly  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  register  of 
B  for  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  on  the  12th  day  of 
lary,  1894,  in  Book  12  of  Deeds,  on  page  542. 

b)  That  all  of  the  pine  and  cedar  timber  cut  and  re- 
id  by  the  defendant  from  said  land  was  situated  or  grow- 
ihereon  at  the  time  of  said  reservation,  and  that  none  of 
^ar  timber  situated  or  growing  upon  said  land  at  the 

of  said  reservation  was  ever  cut  or  removed  by  the 
itiff  or  by  any  one  claiming  under  him  under  said  res- 

'c)  That  said  land  at  all  times  remained  vacant  and  tm- 
pied,  except  as  it  was  occupied  for  losing  purposes  by 

Smith  under  the  Conness  permit  in  the  winter  of 
!-99,  and  temporarily  by  the  defendant  in  the  winters  of 
!-7  and  1907-8,  in  ^e  removal  of  the  timber  thereon. 
[d)  That  said  pine  and  cedar  timber,  while  remaining  on 
land,  did  not  interfere  with  any  proposed  or  attempted 
>f  the  land  by  the  owners  thereof, 
'e)  That  said  pine  and  cedar  timber  so  cut  by  the  de- 
ant  constituted  a  very  small  part  of  the  total  timber  on 

land,  and  could  not  have  been  removed  economically  if 

id  separately  from  other  timber. 

^f)  That  no  logging  operations  had  taken  place  on  said 

between  the  removal  of  certain  pine  under  the  Counesa 
lit  and  the  logging  by  the  defendant  in  the  winters  afore- 

'g)  That  there  was  no  oral  or  written  agreement  at  any 
between  plaintiff  and  said  Murray,  or  those  claiming 
!r  the  latter,  relating  to  the  removal  of  the  timber  by 
itifi,  other  than  such  as  is  contained  in  the  deed  to  said 
ray. 

^h)  That  the  plaintiff  was  never  notified  or  requested  by 
jwners  of  said  land  to  remove  said  timber." 
nd  as  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found : 
[1)  That  the  proper  construction  of  the  reservation  in  the 
eyance  by  the  plaintiff  to  Michael  Murray  on  January 
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[0,  189i,  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  and  in  accord 
ince  with  the  intention  of  the  parties,  is  that  the  plaintif 
reserred  all  the  pine  and  cedar  timber  upon  eaid  land  whici 
le  should  cut  and  remove  within  a  reasonable  time  after  sucl 
wnvejance,  and  that,  a  reasonable  time  having  expired  prio 
X)  the  cutting  of  anj  of  the  timber  bj  the  defendant,  thi 
[ilaintiff  had  no  title  thereto  or  interest  therein. 

"(2)  That  the  plaintiff  is  not  estopped  from  aesertinj 
title  to  the  timber  under  said  reservation  by  reason  of  an; 
jonversation  with  John  G.  Howard  or  any  other  person. 

"(3)  That  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  recover  in  thi 
iction,  but  the  defeaidant  is  entitled  to  judgment  diamisBinj 
the  action  upon  the  merits,  with  coats." 

Appellant  filed  exceptions  to  the  findings  of  fact  and  con 
elusions  of  law,  and  judgment  was  entered  in  favor  of  th 
defendant,  dismissing  the  action  upon  the  merits,  from  whid 
this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  B.  Piekerifv_ 
and  W.  B.  Kellogg,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Kellogg. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Luse,  PoweU  c 
Luse,  and  oral  argument  by  L.  K.  Luse. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  April  20,  1909 : 

Kebwiit,  J.  The  vital  question  in  this  case  is  whethei 
imder  the  clause  in  the  deed  reserving  the  pine  and  ceda 
timber,  the  grantor  was  bound  to  remove  it  within  a  reasoi 
able  time.  There  is  considerable  conflict  of  authority  on  th 
question,  many  cases  holding  that  such  a  clause  amounts  t 
a  reservation  and  not  an  exception,  and  that  the  timber  n 
served  is  only  such  as  shall  be  removed  within  a  reasonabl 
time,  while  others  hold  that  such  a  clause  amounts  to  an  ei 
ception  of  the  timber  from  the  grant.  The  phrase  "excep' 
ing  and  reserving"  is  commonly  used  in  deeds,  and  is  somt 
times  held  to  amount  to  an  exception  of  part  of  the  proi 
erty  which  is  the  subject  of  conveyance,  and  sometimes  to 
reservation  out  of  the  estate  conveyed,   depending  largel 
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1  the  intention  of  the  parties,  the  subject  matter  of  the 
it,  whether  the  thing  excepted  or  reseired  is  a  thing 
ly  created  out  of  the  lands  and  tenements  granted,  or 

of  the  property  in  existence  and  excepted  therefrom. 
hard  v.  Lewia.  125  Wia.  604,  104  N.  W.  989.  Many 
i  are  cited  by  respondent  from  other  states  holding  that, 
it  reservations  similar  to  the  one  here,  the  timber  was 
excepted,  but  only  the  right  to  enter  and  cut  it,  and  that 
a.  no  time  limit  is  specified  for  the  entry  and  cutting  the 

implies  that  a  reasonable  time  was  intended.  But  the 
rine  of  this  court  in  BtcH  v.  Zeilsdorff,  22  Wis.  544,  is 
without  support  in  other  jurisdictions.  Knotts  v.  By- 
fc,  12  Eieh.  Law,  314;  Sears  v.  Ackerman,  138  Cal..583, 
:*ac  171 ;  Whitaicer  v.  Brown.  46  Pa.  St.  197 ;  Wintkrop 
'airhavks,  41  Me.  307;  Clap  v.  Draper,  4  Mass.  266; 
ih  Oa.  Co.  V.  Bebee,  128  Ga.  563,  57  S.  E.  873;  Starr  v. 
Id,  5  Denio,  599 ;  State  v.  Wilson,  42  Me.  9 ;  Craig  v. 
Is,  11  N.  Y.  315. 

.t  an  early  day  this  court,  in  Rich  V.  Zeilsdorff,  supra, 
!  that  a  clause  in  a  deed  reserving  to  the  grantor  the  tim- 
with  the  right  to  enter  and  cut  it  is  an  exception  of  the 
Kr  with  sufficient  interest  in  the  soil  to  sustain  it.     In 

case  the  reservation  was,  "reserving  the  right  to  cat  and 
ove  all  the  pine  timber  or  trees  upon  said  premises  and 
'  of  all  cedar  trees  upon  said  premises,  and  the  right  is 
(by  reserved  by  the  party  of  the  first  part  to  enter  upon 

lands  at  any  time  within  two  years  next  succeeding  the 
1  of  this  instrument  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  and  re- 
ing  the  trees  or  timber  so  reserved."  The  opinion  ia 
ed  upon  the  fact  that  the  right  to  cut  and  remove  only  is 
rved  and  not  the  timber.  The  distinction  between  an 
'ption  and  a  reservation  is  discussed,  and  the  court  aaid : 

A  reservation  is  always  of  something  taken  hack  out  of 
which  is  clearly  granted,  while  an  exception  is  some 
;  of  the  estate  not  granted  at  all." 
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And  it  is  beld  that  ^here  the  timber  is  reserved  it  is  a 
exception,  since  the  timber  is  part  of  the  realty  and  wou] 
have  passed  to  the  grantee  but  for  tlie  exception,  and  that  tl 
property  in  the  timber  continues  in  the  grantor,  with  tl 
right  in  so  much  of  the  soil  as  is  necessary  to  sustain  it.  I 
the  Rich  Case  this  court  draws  the  distinction  between  a  ca* 
where  the  timber  is  reserved  and  the  right  to  cut  and  remo\ 
it,  and  holds  that  where  the  timber  is  reserved  the  reservi 
tion  is  an  exception,  since  the  thing  reserved  is  a  part  of  tl 
realty.  This  doctrine  was  again  stated  and  approved  i 
Williams  v.  Jones.  131  "Wis.  361,  111  N.  W.  505,  which  cai 
was  approved  in  the  late  case  of  Western  L.  <t  C.  Co.  «.  Coj 
per  River  L.  Co.  138  Wis.  404,  120  K.  W.  277. 

It  seems  clear,  therefore,  that  a  reservation  of  timber  in 
deed  similar  to  the  one  before  us,  under  the  decisions  of  thi 
court,  amounts  to  an  exception  of  the  timber  from  the  gran 
Many  of  the  authorities  cited  by  counsel  for  respondent  au] 
port  his  contention,  namely,  that  reservations  similar  to  th 
one  in  the  instant  case  have  been  held  to  reserve  only  bug 
timber  as  should  be  cut  within  a  reasonable  time.  But  w 
think  this  court  is  committed  to  the  doctrine  that  such  a  rei 
ervation  of  timber  amounts  to  an  exception  from  the  grai 
of  the  timber  thus  reserved,  and  that  the  rule  should  not  nc 
be  departed  from.  We  must  therefore  hold  that  the  pine  an 
cedar  timber  was  excepted  from  the  grant  and  remained  th 
property  of  the  plaintiff,  and  therefore  he  waa  entitled  t 
judgment. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  ia  n 
versed,  and  the  cause  remanded  with  instructions  to  rende 
judgment  for  the  plaintiff  for  $375  and  costs. 

DoDOB,  SiEBEOEER,  and  TiuLin,  JJ.,  dissent. 

A  motion  for  a  rehearing  waa  denied  October  5,  1909. 
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OS  and  another,  Respondents,  va.  J.  L,  Gates  Lakd 
Company  and  others,  Appellants. 

April  !1— October  5, 1909. 

il:  RevUto:  Immaterial  errors:  RigJtt  to  reriew  6k  vorty  not 
app^aJi-ag:  Findingi,  when  disturbed:  Entire  contracts  of  em- 
ploj/ment:  Brokers:  Recovers  of  commissions:  Breach  of  con- 
tract: Wrongful  attachment  of  land:  Measure  of  damages: 
Punitory  damages. 

liere.  In  an  action  to  recover  commissions,  It  appeared  that 
certain  commissions  became  due  before  the  trial,  and  tbe  sales 
on  which  they  were  baaed  were  admitted  without  controveray 
u  to  the  amount,  objection  that  the  commissions  were  not  due 
at  the  time  the  action  was  commenced  Is  technical  and  error 
tn  their  allowance  should  be  disregarded  under  sec.  ZS29,  Stats. 
(189S). 

tie  sQpremo  court  cannot  Inquire  Into  alleged  errors  at  the  In- 
itaace  ot  a  respondent  who  has  not  appealed  Irom  the  Judg- 
ment DOT  tiled  exceptions  to  the  rullngB  alleged  to  be  erroneous, 
"here  there  la  evidence  to  support  a  finding,  and  the  finding  la 
not  clearly  against  the  preponderance  ot  the  evidence,  It  will 
not  be  set  aside. 

contract  for  commlesfons  "to  become  due  on  one<iuarter  pay- 
ment of  the  selling  price  of  any  piece  of  land  sold"  Is  appor- 
tlonable  and  aot  entire,  and  under  It  whenever  a  payment  Is 
made  amounting  to  twenty-live  per  cent,  or  more  of  the  selling 
price  of  a  tract  ot  land,  the  commission  becomes  not  only  due 
bnt  payable. 

a  contract  ot  employment  ts  for  a  term  and  la  silent  as  to  the 
time  of  paj'ment,  although  the  rate  of  compensation  la  at  so 
much  a  day,  week,  or  month,  it  Is  entire  and  Indivisible  and 
roll  performance  must  precede  a  right  ot  recovery.  In  the  ab- 
lence  of  circumstances  showing  that  the  contract  was  not  un- 
lerstood  by  the  parties  as  entire;  but  it  the  contract  contains 
langnace  which  obligates  the  employer  to  make  partial  pay- 
nents  of  compensation  it  is  divisible  and  action  may  be  maln- 
:alned  on  lastalmenta  «a  they  become  due  before  performance 
a  completed. 

here  the  sufficiency  ot  a  complaint  was  not  challenged  by  gen- 
iral  demurrer,  and  the  true  contract  of  the  parties,  set  up  In 
Lbe  answer  but  Imperfectly  set  up  In  the  complaint,  was  es- 
lablished  at  the  trial,  and  the  parties  litigated  the  Issues  arls- 
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Ins  out  of  such  contract,  error,  It  any,  In  OTcrruUnK  a  to 
murror  ore  tenua  to  the  complaint  on  the  ground  that  the  Im 
perfectly  recited  contract  showed  that  plalntlffB  bad  not  per 
formed  it,  should  be  dieresarded  under  sec.  2S29,  Stats.  (1S98) 

7.  An  owner  having  breached  hU  contract  to  pay  to  brokers  In 

Btalments  of  commlsstoas  as  landa  were  sold,  the  broilers  an 
retloTed  from  continuing  to  make  sales  and  are  entitled  to  com 
missions  on  sales  made,  althougb  there  waa  no  showing  thai 
the  brokers  were  prevented  from  making  further  sale*  or  wen 
hindered  in  performance  by  the  owner's  refusal  to  make  pay 
Tnenta  as  agreed. 

8.  An  attachment  of  land  does  not  deprive  the  owner  of  Its  use 

occupancy,  or  enjoyment,  except  that  be  may  be  unable  to  sel 
until  the  attachment  Is  diesolved;  and  interest  on  the  valui 
of  tbe  land  Is  not  tbe  basts  for  ascertainment  of  tbe  damagei 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  attachment 

9.  Compensatory  damages  allowed  because  of  a  wrongful  attach 

ment  should  not  exceed  such  actual  damages  as  are  the  natura 
and  proximate  result  or  conaequence  of  the  wroagful  act  li 
Bu[ng  out  the  attachment. 
19.  Punitory  damages  are  not  assessable  as  matter  of  right,  and  tbi 
question  of  tbeir  allowance  or  disallowance  Is  one  for  tria 
courts  and  Juries  to  pass  upon.  The  supreme  court  will  no 
reverse  a  Judgment  for  failure  to  award  anch  damages,  nor  wll 
It  undertake  to  mahe  an  oseesBment  thereof, 

Appbai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Clarl 
county:  CHAfl,  M.  Webb,  Judge.     Modified  and  affirmed. 

The  material  part  of  the  complaint  iu  the  action  allegei 
that  on  or  about  March  22,  1900,  the  plaintifE  Lester  Tiliot 
entered  into  a  contract  with  the  defendants,  whereby  sai' 
plaintiff  was  employed  to  show  prospective  purchasers  sue! 
lands  as  either  of  said  defendants  should  require  him  to  shon 
end  that  defendants  agreed  to  pay  for  such  ae)*vices,  in  th 
event  of  a  aale  being  made  of  any  lands  in  Clark  coimt 
which  the  said  plaintiff  should  be  called  upon  to  show  pn 
spoctive  purchasers,  a  commission  of  five  per  cent,  of  the  sel 
ing  prico  of  the  land  as  compensation  for  his  services  and  ei 
peases  if  the  purchaser  had  been  procured  through  defenc 
ants  or  their  agents  or  employees,  and  ten  per  cent,  of  euc 
selling  price  on  sales  made  through  the  efforts  of  the  plainti 
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lout  aid  from  the  defendants  in  procuring  the  buyer; 

thereafter  eaid  Tilton  formed  a  copartnership  with  hia 
aintiff,  Rdberis,  who  assisted  in  carrying  out  said  con- 
t  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  defendants;  that 
Dtiffs  sold  lands  pursuant  to  such  agreement,  and  earned 
jmmissions  on  account  of  sucli  sales  the  amount  of  $6,000 
'  and  above  setoffs;  and  that  plaintiffs  did  and  performed 
of  the  conditiona  of  the  contract  on  their  part.  Judg- 
t  was  demanded  for  $6,000  upon  the  cause  of  action 
^.  A  second  cause  of  action  was  set  up,  but  is  not  in- 
ed  on  this  appeal. 

he  portion  of  the  answer  material,  in  so  far  as  the  ques- 
s  presented  on  this  appeal  are  concerned,  sets  forth  that 
ntiffs  breached  their  contract  by  failing  to  forward  to 
indants  moneys  collected  and  notes  received  on  land  sales, 

by  failing  to  work  exclusively  for  defendants  in  selling 
r  lands,  all  of  which  they  were  required  by  said  contract 
o.  For  a  first  counterclaim  the  defendants  set  forth  the 
ons  breaches  of  the  contract  complained  of,  and  averred 

by  reason  thereof  they  suffered  damages  to  the  amount 
^30,000.  As  a  second  counterolaim  the  defendants  set 
h  that  the  copartnership  between  the  plaintiffs  was 
ned  July  16,  1900,  and  that  on  such  date  the  account  he- 
rn the  plaintiff  Tilton  and  the  defendants  was  stated,  and 
as  agreed  that  there  was  then  due  defendants  $3,036.49, 
ch  sum  the  plaintiffs,  for  a  valuable  consideration,  agreed 
[>ay  the  defendants.  Furthermore,  that  the  plaintiffs 
zA  to  account  for  moneys  and  notes  coming  into  their 
ds  as  agents,  and  sold  lands  other  than  those  in  which 
^dants  were  interested,  and  induced  prospective  cus- 
ers,  sent  to  Clark  county  by  the  defendants  at  their  ex- 
3e,  to  buy  lands  in  which  defendants  had  no  interest, 
tain  items  of  advances  made  by  defendants  to  plaintiffs 
s  also  set  forth  as  part  of  the  counterclaim.  The  defend- 
i'   damages  on   the   second   counterclaim   are   placed    at 
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$5,6C~.47,  which  sum  includes  the  amount  of  the  alleged  ai 
count  stated. 

For  the  most  part  the  reply  consists  of  denials  of  the  fon 
going  allegations  of  the  answer.  It  admitted,  however,  thi 
hy  virtue  of  the  contract  the  plaintiffs  were  obliged  to  wor 
exclusively  for  the  defendants,  but  alleged  a  subsequent  mod 
fication  of  such  contract,  by  the  terms  of  which  plaintrfi 
were  permitted  to  make  such  sales  as  they  did  make  of  land 
belonging  to  parties  other  than  the  defendants. 

The  case  was  referred  to  a  referee  to  hear,  try,  and  detei 
mine.  The  referee  foimd,  among  other  things,  (1)  ths 
after  the  written  contrast  (which  consisted  of  two  letter 
passing  between  the  parties)  was  made  it  was  so  modified  the 
plaintiffs  were  authorized  to  sell  other  lands  than  those  of  th 
defendants,  where  the  prospective  purchasers  refused  to  bu; 
defendants'  lands;  (2)  that  plaintiffs  made  sales  for  defend 
ants  under  said  contract,  upon  which  sales  they  were  entitlei 
to  commissions  amounting  to  $5,275.95;  (3)  that  there  wa 
paid  plaintiffs  on  account  of  their  services  $306.47,  and  n 
more;  (4)  that  plaintiffs  performed  all  the  terms  and  condi 
tions  of  their  contract;  (5)  that  plaintiffs  were  justified  ii 
refusing  to  continue  work  undrr  the  contract  by  reason  of  th 
failure  and  refusal  of  the  dcfendnnts  to  pay  past-due  com 
missions  for  services  thereunder,  and  that  defendants  wer 
not  entitled  to  any  damages  because  of  plaintiffs'  refusal  t 
continue  work;  (6)  that  defendants  failed  to  sustain  the  al 
legations  of  their  second  counterclaim;  (7)  that  the  attach 
ment  levied  in  this  action  upon  the  defendants'  property  wa 
not  levied  maliciously,  and  that  defendants  suffered  no  dam 
ages  therefrom  other  than  the  costs  and  expenses  incurred  fo 
counsel  fees  and  disbursements  in  procuring  the  dissolutioi 
of  the  attachment,  which  damages  were  found  to  be  $500 
The  referee  found  as  a  conclusion  of  law  that  the  plaintiff 
were  entitled  to  judgment  for  $3,911.50,  with  interest  an< 
costs. 
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'he  defendants  moved  the  court  to  vacate  certain  portions 
he  referee'a  report  and  to  modify  other  portions  thereof, 
for  judgment  upon  the  report  as  modified.  The  plaint- 
likewise  moved  to  modify  the  report  in  certain  particu- 
and  for  judgment  thereon  as  modified.  The  circuit 
^  disallowed  one  item  of  commission  amounting  to  $120 
ch  had  been  allowed  by  the  referee,  and  allowed  another 
1  of  commission  which  had  been  disallowed  by  the  referee, 
lunting  to  $300.  The  total  payments  made  by  the  de- 
lants  to  the  plaintiffs  or  either  of  them  after  the  contract 
made  amoimted  to  $2,806.81.  This  sum  was  also  al- 
?d  defendants  by  the  court  as  a  payment  upon  the  trans- 
on  sued  on.  The  referee  disallowed  a  large  portion  of 
amount  because  he  held  that  the  defendants  were  in- 
,ed  to  the  plaintiff  Tilton  in  a  large  amount  of  money  for 
ices  rendered  prior  to  the  22d  of  March,  1900,  when  the 
;teai  contract  was  made,  and  offset  a  portion  of  the  pay- 
ts  made  after  that  date  against  the  indebtedness  which 
ound  existed  at  that  time.  No  other  modifications  were 
.0  in  the  referee's  report  by  the  court,  and  judgment  was 
red  in  plaintiffs'  favor  for  $2,426  damages,  besides  in- 
3t  and  costs,  from  which  judgment  defendants  appeal, 
or  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Wirikler,  Flanders, 
'um  £  Fawaett,  attorneys,  and  L.  M.  Sturdevant  and 
\es  0.  Flanders,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr. 
vlera. 

or  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Blatchley  <£  Qil- 
8on,  attorneys,  and  F.  T.  Tucker  and  Homer  C.  Clark, 
ounsel,  and  oral  ai^^ument  by  Mr.  A.  E.  Blatchley  and 
Clark. 
he  following  opinion  was  filed  May  11,  1909: 

ABNES,  J.  Numerous  errors  of  fact  and  of  law  are  as- 
ed.  Those  involving  questions  of  fact  can  be  grouped 
!r  three  heads:  (1)  Erroneous  allowance  of  commissions 
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tot  earned  or  due  when  suit  v&s  commenced;  (2)  failure  1 
;ward  damages  against  the  plaintiffs  for  breaches  of  the' 
ontract,  which  it  is  claimed  were  established  on  the  trial 
Lnd  (3)  refusal  to  hold  that  there  was  an  account  stated  b< 
ween  the  parties  on  July  16,  1900.  The  errors  involvin 
[uestions  of  law  that  it  is  deemed  essential  to  discuss  in  vie 
if  the  conclusions  reached  on  questions  of  fact  are:  (1)  Wf 
,  cause  of  action  stated  in  the  complainti  (2)  Were  plain 
flfs  justified  in  abandoning  their  contract  before  its  exp 
ationt  (3)  What  was  the  measure  of  defendants'  eon 
lensatorj  damages  because  of  the  wrongful  attachment 
i)  Should  punitory  damages  have  been  awarded  defen<: 
mts  because  of  malice  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiffs  in  mal 
ng  the  attachment! 

With  reference  to  questions  of  fact  little  in  the  way  c 
liscussion  need  be  indulged  in.  A  statement  of  the  coi 
lusions  reached  should  sufiRce.  The  record,  containing  ovt 
,400  pages,  affords  abimdant  opportunity  for  a  length 
ipinion,  but  we  fail  to  see  where  discussion  would  accon 
ilish  any  useful  purpose. 

1.  Commissions  were  allowed  plaintiffs  amounting  to  $20 
m  account  of  sales,  where  such  commissions  were  not  due  i 
he  time  the  action  was  commenced  by  reason  of  the  nece 
ary  amount  not  having  been  paid  on  the  purchase  price  c 
be  lands  sold.  These  commissions,  however,  became  du 
ind  payable  long  before  the  trial  of  the  action.  The  fa* 
hat  the  sales  were  made  was  admitted  by  the  defendants  o 
he  trial,  and  there  can  be  no  controversy  about  the  amoui 
lue  on  account  of  the  same.  We  think  that  under  the  fad 
lisclosed  the  objection  is  technical  and  the  error  is  immi 
«rial,  and  should  be  disregarded  under  sec  2829,  Stati 
[1898),  and  the  plaintiffs  should  be  permitted  to  recover  tli 
imount  of  the  items. 

Commissions  were  erroneously  allowed  on  sales  to  Henr 
Bentz,  Cbarlea  Oleson,  and  William  Klass,  amoimting  t 
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0.  We  find  no  testimony  in  the  record  to  sustain  the  al- 
mce  of  these  items  of  commission,  and  respondents'  coun- 
does  not  point  out  any  evidence  Uiat  would  warrant  the 
wance.  The  same  is  true  of  an  item  of  $100  commission 
wed  on  a  sale  to  George  Eeitz.  It  seems  quite  apparent 
there  is  a  duplicate  allowance  of  commission  amounting 
100  on  a  single  sale  covering  the  same  land ;  one  allow- 
>  being  made  on  account  of  a  sale  to  Kuhn  &  Beitz,  and 
other  because  of  the  sale  of  the  same  land  to  George  Keitz. 
evidence  is  reasonably  satisfactory  that  the  only  sale 
le  was  to  the  firm,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  be  disputed. 
reference  to  another  item  of  commission  amounting  to 
,  which  it  is  urged  was  erroneously  allowed  on  a  sale  to 
r.  Kurtz,  there  is  a  scintilla  of  evidence  in  the  record  to 
ain  the  finding,  in  that  the  plaintiff  Tilton  testified  that 
ffas  entitled  to  the  commission.  He  does  not,  however,. 
Y  the  facts,  which  were  testified  to  in  behalf  of  the  defend- 
;,  which  show  satisfactorily  that  plaintiffs  were  not  en- 
d  to  the  allowance.  It  follows  that  items  of  commission 
>iinting  to  $235  were  erroneously  allowed  and  included 
he  judgment. 

s  a  sort  of  an  equitable  offset  to  these  items,  counsel  for- 
plaintiffs  urge  that  certain  items  of  commission  amount- 
to  over  $400,  and  to  which  plaintiffs  were  clearly  en- 
■d  under  the  testimony,  were  disallowed  and  shonld  be 
Jt  against  the  errors  committed  against  the  defendants. 
plaintiffs  do  not  appeal  from  the  judgment,  and  neither 
s  they  filed  any  exceptions  to  the  all^;ed  errors  which 
referee  and  the  court  committed  against  them.  With 
record  in  this  conditiMi,  we  fail  to  see  how  the  court  oan 
lire  into  the  erroneous  disallowance  of  commissions  to 
ch  plaintiffs  were  entitled. 

.  The  appellants  insist  that  the  respondents  violated  their 
;ract  by  levying  an  attachment  on  the  appellants'  prop- 
;  by  making  threats  to  prevent  sales  before  and  after 
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the  lery;  hy  inducing  prospective  buyers  to  purchase  lan< 
other  than  those  of  the  appellants;  by  circulating  reiwr 
that  appellants  were  selling  lands  to  which  they  had  no  titlf 
by  informing  customers  that  some  of  the  appellants'  lane 
were  no  good;  by  maliciously  attaching  7,2-10  acres  of  Ian 
worth  over  $60,000  to  satisfy  the  claim  sued  on  amountir 
to  $6,000;  and  by  preventing  sales  of  land  being  made  1 
reason  of  the  attachment.  A  large  amount  of  damages 
claimed  in  one  of  the  connterclaims  interposed  by  reason  < 
the  aforesaid  acts.  The  findings  of  fact  on  these  varioi 
subjects  are  against  appellants.  As  to  some  of  the  breach^ 
complained  of,  we  think  they  were  quite  conclusively  esta 
lisbed  by  the  evidence.  As  to  those  which  are  so  esta 
lished,  we  are  unable  to  find  that  any  legitimate  items  ( 
damage  were  proven. 

S.  There  is  sufficient  evidence  to  support  the  finding  < 
the  referee  that  no  account  was  stated  between  the  partii 
in  July,  1900.  The  same  is  true  of  the  finding  to  the  effe 
that  defendants  consented  to  a  modification  of  the  writt* 
agreement  so  as  to  permit  the  plaintiffs  to  negotiate  sales  < 
improved  farm  lands  where  they  were  unable  to  sell  the  wil 
lands  of  the  defendants.  To  our  minds  the  evidence 
neither  clear  nor  satisfactory  in  support  of  the  finding  thi 
plaintiffs  were  authorized  to  soil  wild  lands  other  than  thoi 
of  the  defendants,  and  it  is  altogether  improbable.  Tl 
evidence  is  conclusive  that  at  least  two  such  sales  were  mad 
and  we  should  have  been  belter  satisfied  had  the  finding  bee 
that  plaintiffs  breached  their  contract  in  this  regard.  Hoi 
ever,  there  is  evidence  to  support  the  finding  made,  and  it 
not  80  clearly  against  the  preponderance  of  evidence  that 
should  be  set  aside.  Under  all  the  circumstances  disclose 
by  the  evidence,  the  damages  recoverable  for  the  breaoh, 
one  existed,  might  well  have  been  found  to  be  only  uomi&s 

4.  It  is  urged  that  the  contract  as  established  on  the  tri; 
is  entire,  and  that  there  was  nothing  due  plaintiffs  ther 


AUGUST  TERM,  1909. 


niton  T.  J.  L.  Gates  Land  Co.  140  Wis.  187. 

iT  until  the  expiration  o£  one  year  from  its  date,  and  that 
;)IaintiiT3,  having  abandoned  performance  before  the  year 
red,  caimot  recover.  The  contract,  after  providing  tie 
imt  of  commission  that  should  be  paid  on  salea  as  made, 
recited  that  such  commissions  were  "to  become  due  on 
quarter  payment  of  the  selling  price  of  any  piece  of  land 
"  We  think  this  language,  as  used  in  this  particular 
ract,  is  plain  and  unequivocal,  and  means  that,  wben- 
a  payment  was  made  amounting  to  twenty-five  per  cent 
tore  of  the  selling  price  of  the  tract  of  land,  the  commis- 
1  on  the  sale  would  not  only  become  due,  but  would  also 
me  payable  to  the  plaintiffs.  The  plaintiffs  evidently 
iderstood  the  language,  and  the  defendants  from  time  to 
made  payments  which  would  indicate,  although  perhaps 
lonelusively  establieh,  that  they  placed  the  same  construe- 
thereon.  If  there  is  any  doubt  upon  the  point,  it  is 
y  eliminated  by  testimony  given  by  the  ofBcers  of  the 
idant  companies  on  the  witness  stand,  which  unmistak- 
ahowed  that  their  construction  of  this  particular  clause 
not  different  from  that  of  the  plaintiffs, 
le  distinction  between  an  entire  and  an  apportionable 
•act  is  pointed  out  in  HildehraTid  v.  Am.  F.  A.  Co.  10ft 
171,  85  N.  W.  268,  where  the  rule  as  stated  in  Wood 
[aster  and  Servant  (§  84)  is  quoted  and  approred  in  the 
wing  language: 

'If  the  contract  is  for  a  term,  although  the  rate  of  com- 
ation  is  at  so  much  a  day,  week,  or  month,  yet,  if  the 
■act  ia  silent  as  to  the  time  of  payment,  it  is  entire  and 
'isible,  and  full  performance  must  precede  a  right  of 

'ery,'  in  the  absence  of  circumstances  showing  that  the 
■act  was  not  understood  by  the  parties  as  entira" 

,  however,  the  contract  contains  language  which  obligates 
mployer  to  make  partial  payments  of  compensation,  then 
divisible,  and  action  may  be  maintained  on  instalments 
ley  become  due  before  performance  is  completed.     La 
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Coursier  v.  Bmsell,  82  Wis.  265,  52  N.  W.  176;  Clark 
Clifford,  25  Wis.  597. 

It  is  urged,  however,  that  the  contract  established  on  t 
trial  v/aa  not  the  contract  which  was  made  part  of  the  coi 
plaint  in  this  action,  there  having  been  omitted  from  the  co] 
annexed  to  the  complaint  the  words  above  quoted,  and  thi 
while  the  complaint  in  terms  alleged  performance  on  the  pt 
of  the  plaintiffs,  still  the  contract  which  was  made  a  pf 
thereof  affirmatively  showed  that  plaintiffs  had  not  p< 
formed,  and  that  therefore  the  demurrer  ore  ienus  shon 
have  been  sustained.  Under  the  decisions  of  this  court 
the  cases  of  Goodwin  v.  Merrill,  13  Wis,  658,  and  Clark 
Clifford,  25  Wis.  597,  we  think  that  even  the  contract  a 
nezed  to  the  complaint  was  an  apportionable  contract.  T 
appellants  rely  on  the  cases  of  Hildebrand  v.  Am.  F.  A.  C 
109  Wis.  171,  85  N.  W.  268 ;  Widmari  v.  Qay,  104  Wis.  27 
80  N.  W.  450;  Olidden  v.  Meyer,  110  Wis.  1,  6,  85  N.  1 
656 ;  Kopliiz  v.  Powell,  56  Wis.  671,  14  N.  W.  831 ;  Diefe 
back  V.  Stark,  56  Wis.  462,  14  N.  W.  621 ;  Jennings  v.  Lym 
39  Wia.  553;  Green  v.  Hanson.,  89  Wis.  697,  62  K.  1 
408 ;  McDonald  v.  Bryant.  73  Wis.  20,  40  N.  W.  806 ;  Ma> 
towoc  S.  B.  Works  v.  Manitowoc  0.  Co.  120  Wis.  1,  97  N.  ^ 
515;  Williams  v.  Thrall,  101  Wis.  337,  76  N.  W.  59 
Warehouse  &  B.  S.  Co.  v.  Oalvin,  96  Wis.  523,  71  N.  1 
804;  Cohn  v.  Plumer,  88  Wis.  622,  60  N.  W.  1000;  ai 
Malbon  v.  Bimey,  11  Wis.  112,  in  support  of  the  propo 
tion  that  the  contract  was  an  entire  one.  The  question 
not  material  to  a  decision  of  the  case.  The  sufficiency 
the  complaint  was  not  challenged  by  the  general  demum 
The  true  contract  was  set  up  in  the  answer  and  was  esta 
lished  on  the  trial,  and  the  parties  litigated  the  issues  ar 
ing  out  of  the  contract  set  forth  in  the  answer.  We  enf< 
tain  no  doubt  that  such  contract  was  apportionable.  Und 
these  circumstances,  if  error  was  committed  in  overruling  t 
demurrer  ore  tenus,  we  should  hold  on  this  appeal  that  it  w 
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hnical  and  hannless  error  which  should  be  disregarded 
r  sec  2829,  Stats.  (1898).  A  reversal  because  of  the 
'  complained  of  would  simply  mean  that  the  plaintiffs 
[d  be  permitted  to  amend  their  complaint  so  as  to  make 
nfonn  to  the  recitals  of  the  answer  as  to  what  the  con- 
was,  and  that  the  parties  should  be  subjected  to  a  re- 
ef the  issues  that  were  fully  litigated  in  the  former  trial. 
It  ifl  urged  that  it  was  error  to  find  as  a  conclusion  of 
that  the  mere  failure  to  pay  commissions  relieved  the 
itiffs  from  continuing  to  perform  the  contract  on  their 
in  the  absence  of  proof  that  plaintiffs  were  prevented 
.  performance  or  that  they  were  hindered  in  performance 
be  refusal  of  defendants  to  make  payments  as  agreed. 
upport  of  the  contention  the  following  cases  are  cited: 
Benson  v.  Cody,  117  Mass.  6,  9;  Winchester  v.  Newton, 
lem,  492,  494 ;  Myer  v.  Wheeler,  65  Iowa,  390,  21  N.  W. 
Osgood  V.  Bander,  75  Iowa,  550,  39  N.  W.  887;  Blaci:- 
V.  Eeilly,  47  N.  J.  Law,  290,  1  Atl.  27 ;  Mersey  S.  &  /. 
V.  Naylor,  L.  K.  9  Q.  B.  Div.  648.  The  majority  of 
I  cases  hold  that,  where  a  contract  is  made  for  the  sale 
KHia  which  is  to  be  executed  by  a  series  of  deliveries  and 
nents,  default  by  either  party  with  reference  to  one  or 
!  of  the  stipulated  acts  will  not  ordinarily  discharge  the 
r  party,  unless  the  conduct  of  the  party  defaulting  be 
as  to  evince  an  intention  to  abandon  the  contract  or  a 
^  to  be  no  longer  boimd  by  its  terms.  In  Myer  v. 
eler,  supra,  it  is  held  that  the  rescission  of  a  divisible 
ract  will  not  be  permitted  for  a  breach  thereof  unless 
breach  goes  to  the  whole  consideration.  The  Massa- 
ettfl  case  cited  is  not  in  harmony  with  the  other  case^. 
bat  state  it  is  held  that  if  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  per- 
1  property  requires  deliveries  from  time  to  time  and  pro- 
s  for  payments  being  made  at  stated  intervals,  failure  to 
for  any  instalment  of  goods  shipped  when  payment  is 
excuses  the  vendor  from  making  further  deliveries  un- 
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der  the  contract.  Stephenson  v,  Cody,  supra;  Morton 
Clark,  181  Mass.  134,  63  N.  E.  409;  Nat.  M.  A  T.  Co. 
Standard  S.  M.  Co.  181  Mass.  275,  63  N.  E.  900;  Nat.  ' 
Co.  V.  Vvlcanite  P.  C.  Co.  192  Maas.  247,  78  N.  E.  41 
This  court  has  held  that  vhere  a  perstm  was  employed  at 
stated  salary  per  year,  payable  quarterly,  the  employee  w 
justified  in  refusing  to  continue  work  under  the  contra 
after  a  quarterly  instalment  of  his  wages  had  become  due  ai 
payment  was  refused.  Such  decision  was  reached  in  a  ea 
where  there  waa  no  showing  made  on  the  part  of  the  ei 
ployee  that  he  could  not  continue  performance  without  ei 
barrassmeut  because  of  the  fact  that  he  was  unable  to  g 
the  salary  due  him.  La  Coursier  v.  Russell,  82  Wi&  26 
52  N.  W,  176.  We  think  this  case  is  decisive  of  tte  qu< 
tion  presented  and  that  it  is  well  supported  by  other  anthi 
ity.  See,  further,  Jung  B.  Co.  v.  Konrad,  137  Wis.  10 
118  N.  W.  548. 

6.  The  referee  allowed  tie  defendants  $500  for  attorm 
fees  and  other  expenses  incurred  in  securing  a  dissolution 
the  attachment  placed  upon  their  property.  Otherwise  ] 
damages  were  allowed  because  of  the  attachmoit,  which  i 
mained  upon  the  attached  property  about  five  months,  B 
fusal  to  allow  additional  damages  is  assigned  as  error, 
appeared  from  the  testimony  that  the  lands  attached  we 
rapidly  appreciating  in  value  while  they  were  tied  u 
Counsel  contend,  however,  that  interest  upon  the  value  of  tl 
attached  property  while  the  attachment  rested  on  it  should 
least  be  allowed.  It  is  argued  that  such  is  the  rule  of  dai 
ages  applicable  in  the  case  of  a  wrongful  attachment  of  pi 
sonal  property,  and  the  cases  of  Booth  v.  Ableman,  20  W 
602,  609;  Beveridge  v.  Welch,  1  Wis.  465;  Anderson 
Slowne,  73  Wis.  566,  40  N.  W.  214;  and  Union  Nat.  Bat 
V.  Cross,  100  Wis.  174,  75  N.  W.  992,  are  cited  to  snppc 
the  contention  made.  It  is  urged  that  there  is  no  difFeren 
in  principle  between  the  two  kinds  of  attachment,  and  tb 
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-iile  should  be  extended  so  as  to  include  real  estate.  We 
c  there  is  a  suhstantial  reason  whj  interest  should  be  a1- 
i  as  damages  as  to  one  Bpeciea  of  property  and  should 
>e  allowed  as  to  the  other.  Compensatory  damages  are 
'ed  as  compensation.  When  personal  propraty  is  at- 
k1,  the  owner  is  deprived  of  its  possesaionf  use,  and  en- 
lent,  and  it  is  right  that  he  should  b©  compensated  for 
088  of  the  use  of  that  which  was  taken  from  him  by  al- 
ig  intereet  on  the  value  thereof  when  such  allowance  fnr- 
is  adequate  compensation  for  the  actual  damage  ans- 
d.  A  wrongful  attachment  of  personal  property  is  some- 
akin  to  a  forced  loan  of  it.  Interest  may  not  be  ade- 
}  compensation,  and,  when  it  is  not,  other  damages  are 
'ed.  When  interest  ia  adequate  to  liquidate  the  dam^ 
it  may  well  be  considered  the  minimum  recovery  for 
eprival  of  the  owner  of  the  use  of  his  property.  An  at- 
nent  on  real  estate  does  not  deprive  the  owner  of  the  ose, 
lancy,  or  enjoyment  of  the  property  in  any  sense,  save 
he  may  not  be  able  to  sell  it  until  the  attadiment  is 
Ived  or  released.  If  a  sale  has  been  prevented  by  die 
bment^  the  loss  ccaisequent  npixi  such  prevention  is 
larily  capable  of  reasonably  definite  ascertainment  and 
:.  The  compensatory  damages  allowed  because  of  a 
gful  attachment  should  not  exceed  such  actual  damages 
e  the  natural  and  proximate  result  or  consequence  of  the 
gful  act  in  suing  out  the  attachment.  We  do  not  think 
interest  on  the  value  of  the  real  estate  attached  can  be 
to  furnish  any  haie  basis  for  ascertainment  of  the  dam- 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  attachment. 
It  is  urged  that  the  attachment  was  maliciously  levied 
that  it  was  error  to  refuse  to  award  punitory  damages, 
e  are  many  items  of  evidence,  aside  frotai  the  fact  that  - 
alue  of  the  property  attached  was  more  than  ten  times 
mount  of  the  claim  sued  on,  which  tend  to  show  that  ^e 
tiffs  were  actuated  by  improper  motives  in  making  the 
Vol.  140—14 
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attachment  The  fiodinga  are  against  the  defendants  on  t 
point.  Whether  they  are  right  or  Trrong  is  an  academic  qui 
tion.  Courts  generally  hold  that  punitory  damages  are  e 
assessable  as  a  matter  of  right,  and  this  court  has  so  held 
Robinson  v.  Superior  E.  T.  R.  Co.  94  Wis.  345,  68  N.  ^ 
961,  where  the  authorities  on  the  point  are  reviewed,  T 
question  of  the  allowance  or  disallowance  of  punitory  dai 
agee  is  one  for  trial  courts  and  juries  to  pass  upon,  and  tl 
court  will  not  reverse  a  judgment  for  failure  to  award  su 
damages,  nor  will  it  undertake  to  make  an  assessm^it  of  t 
same. 

The  judgment  in  the  action  awards  plaintiffs  $2,426  da: 
ages,  together  with  interest  thereon  from  February  21,  19C 
the  date  of  the  filing  of  the  referee's  report,  together  wi 
the  costs  of  the  action,  taxed  at  $393.29.  Interest  was  i 
lowed  by  the  referee  in  his  computation  from  December  S 
1900,  the  date  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  and  su 
interest  is  included  in  said  sum  of  $2,426.  The  judgme 
should  therefore  be  decreased  by  the  sum  of  $235,  togeth 
with  interest  thereon  between  the  dates  last  mentioned 
the  legal  rate,  amounting  to  $30.27,  making  in  all  the  su 
of  $265.27. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  moi 
fied  by  awarding  the  plaintiffs  the  sum  of  $2,160.73,  togeth 
with  interest  thereon  from  February  21,  1903,  and  the  coi 
of  the  action  as  taxed ;  and  as  bo  modified  the  judgment 
the  circuit  court  is  affirmed.  The  appellants  are  award 
costs  in  this  court. 

A  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  denied  October  5,  1909. 
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LKK>  and  another,  Hespoudents,  vs.  Villaqk  or  Gbkoa. 
Jdbction  and  others,  Appellsnta. 

April  iS— October  5, 1909. 

igea:  BUtetoalki:  Ordinance  fixing  gradea:  WrongfAtl  eomtrvo- 
tion:  Removal. 

&.  village  ordinance  permanently  eetabllstalng  tlia  gradoi  <^ 
streets  at  the  centers  and  at  the  parkinge  at  the  curb  line*, 
and  provldlnK  that  "said  parking  shall  rise  tram  such  cnrb 
line  to  the  lot  line  at  a  uniform  grade  of  not  less  ttuia  one 
fourth  of  one  Inch  to  each  foot,"  fixes  the  grades  for  the  side- 
wolka,  supereedlng  grades  theretofore  prescribed. 

When,  vlth  full  knowledge  of  a  change  In  the  grade  prescribed 
for  a  sidewalk  and  In  defiance  of  a  written  notice  and  order 
from  the  Tillage  board,  a  lotowner  constructs  a  walk  in  accord- 
ance with  the  former  grade,  the  village  offlcfale  have  the  right 
to  order  the  removal  of  such  walk  and.  In  case  of  dlsobedlenos, 
to  proceed  to  Its  demolition. 

UPPBAL  from  ft  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wal- 
th  county:  E.  B.  Beldbn,  Circuit  Judge.  Reversed. 
Lction  to  enjoin  a  destruction  of  or  interference  with  a 
ent  sidewalk  constructed  by  plaintiffs  in  front  of  their 
ineafl  premises  on  Mill  street  in  the  village  of  Oenoa  June- 
I,  The  facta  were  stipulated,  whereby  it  appeared  tbat  in 
3  a  surrey  was  made  by  one  Child,  giving  grades  for 
ks  in  the  village,  which  was  "accepted  and  adopted  by  the 
ige  board."  August  16,  1904,  Ordinance  No.  21  was 
pted  "permanently  eBtablishing  the  grades  and  curb  lines 
«rtain  streets  and  avenues,"  which  prescribed  the  grades 
he  centers  of  said  streets  and  established  the  grades  of  "the 
king  on  said  streets  and  avenues"  in  following  words: 
The  grade  at  the  parkings  at  l^e  curb  line  shall  be  the 
10  as  the  established  grade  at  the  middle  of  the  street  or 
□ue  opposite;  and  said  parking  shall  rise  from  such  curb 
'.  to  the  lot  line  at  a  uniform  grade  of  not  lees  than  one 
rth  of  one  inch  to  each  foot." 
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The  grade  of  the  parking  under  this  ordinancft  in  front  o 
plaintiffs'  premises  was  about  nine  inches  lower  than  th< 
grade  specified  at  that  place  in  the  Child  survey.  In  190! 
plaintiffs  proceeded  to  build  upon  their  premises  a  hricl 
building  for  a  retail  store,  which,  owing  to  the  defectivi 
drainage,  was  several  feet  above  the  natural  surface  of  thi 
ground  and  above  the  prescribed  grade  for  the  street.  Abou 
September,  1906,  the  plaintiffs  proceeded  to  construct  a  per 
nianent  cement  walk  in  front  of  said  store  within  tlie  lim 
its  of  the  street  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  gradi 
specified  in  the  Child  survey,  which  did  not  correspond  witl 
other  walks  in  said  block,  being  higher  than  some  and  lowei 
than  others,  but  considerably  above  the  actual  surface  of  tbi 
ground. 

Upon  commencement  of  the  eonstrnction  of  said  eemen 
walk  and  about  August  24,  190G,  the  village  board  notifie< 
in  writing  to  the  plaintiffs  that  their  sidewalk  was  in  defi 
tnce  of  Ordinance  No.  21  and  ordered  them  to  lower  th( 
same  in  accordance  therewith ;  and  en  October  15,  1906,  th( 
board  passed  a  resolution  requiring  such  conformity  and  di 
recting  the  village  board  to  rebuild  it  in  case  of  noncompli 
ance  within  twenty  days,  all  of  which  was  notified  to  th( 
plaintiffs.  Further  notice  was  ordered  to  the  same  effect  or 
October  25th  and  again  on  November  IStb,  the  last  in  at 
tempted  compliance  with  ch.  115,  Laws  of  1905,  after  which, 
the  plaintiffs  not  complying,  tlie  village  officials  proceeded  U 
remove  the  old  sidewalk  fi)r  the  purpose  of  rebuilding  it  ii 
accordance  with  such  resolutions,  and  the  present  action  U 
enjoin  them  and  the  village  was  brought. 

The  court  decided  that  the  Child  survey  still  remains  ef 
fective  to  establish  and  prescribe  the  grades  for  sidewalks, 
and  that,  plaintiffs  having  erected  a  permanent  sidewalk  in 
accordance  therewith,  the  same  cannot  be  demolished  by  th( 
village  authorities,  and  entered  judgment  permanently  en 
joining  them  from  destroying  and  removing  or  in  any  waj 
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(rfering  with  the  sidewalk  in  its  present  condition  until 
street  shall  be  graded;  from  which  judgment  all  of  the 

mdants  appeal. 

'or  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Oeo.  W.  Taylor 
John  C,  Shier,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Taylor. 

'or  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Simmons,  Nelson 

Vaiker,  and  oral  argument  by  John  B.  Simmons. 

"be  following  opinion  was  filed  May  11,  1909 : 

)oDax,  J.  Without  indicating  concurrence  in  the  view  of 
trial  court  that,  even  if  the  Child  survey  were  ujorepealed, 
>urt  of  equity  should  restrain  the  govemnieut  of  a  village 
a  removing  what  it  deemed  an  improper  or  dangerous 
cture  within  the  limits  of  the  street,  we  have  been  brought 
lisagreement  as  to  the  persistency  of  the  grade  for  side- 
ka  prescribed  by  adoption  of  that  survey  in  1903.  After 
iful    consideration    we   are   unable    to   view    Ordinance 

21  otherwise  than  as  a  general  designation  of  the  grade 
:he  streets  therein  named  throughout  their  length  and 
idth.  The  industrious  provision  for  that  portion  of  the 
et  extending  from  the  curb  to  the  lot  line  seems  to  us 
lly  unambiguous.  It  would  be  absurd  to  declare  the 
le  of  that  portion  of  the  street  and  still  to  leave  the  ques- 

of  the  elevation  of  sidewalks  to  the  will  or  whim  of  each 
ivner,  each  of  whom  might  elevate  far  above  or  depress 
w  the  established  grade.  The  sidewalk,  therefore,  which 
jsentially  a  part  of  the  street,  might  be  filled  with  ups 

downs,  constituting  pitfalls  and  traps  for  which-the  vil- 

must  bear  responsibility.  Such  general  purpose  of  the 
r  enactment  results  in  a  repeal  of  any  implied  authority 
'iously  confcri'cd  by  the  village  board  to  erect  sidewalks 
mant  to  a  dii^crent  grade.  These  plaintiffs,  with  full 
fvledge  of  the  change  thus  made,  with  full  notification 
a  the  villaije  board  that  it  bad  boon  enacted  with  the  pur- 
'  of  superseding  the  Child  survey,  and  in  violation  of  the 
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clearest  prohibition,  defiantly  erected  this  wrongful  struc- 
ture within  the  limita  of  a  public  street.  Under  auch  cir- 
cumstances we  can  recognize  no  right  to  persiat  In  such  a 
trespass  simply  because  it  had  been  accomplished.  The 
right  of  the  village  government  under  such  circumstances  to 
order  the  removal  of  such  an  obstruction  and,  in  caae  of  dis- 
obedience, to  proceed  to  its  demolition,  is  essential  to  the  per- 
formance of  the  duties  imposed  by  law  upon  sudi  govern- 
ment. Ch.  115,  Laws  of  1905;  subd.  11,  sec  893,  Stats. 
(1898) ;  McGvllough  v.  Campbelhporl,  123  Wis.  334,  101 
N.  W.  709.     It  should  not  be  interfered  with  by  a  court. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  cause  remanded 
with  directions  to  dismiss  the  action. 

Upon  a  motion  by  the  respondents  for  a  rehearing  there 
was  a  brief  on  their  behalf  by  Simmons  <£  Walker,  and  ■ 
brief  on  behalf  of  the  appellants  by  Qeo.  W.  Taylor  and  John 
C.  Slaier. 

The  motion  wai  denied  October  5,  1909. 


Ud^AUOHTOiTf  Appellant,  tb.  Dss  Moines  Lnrs  Irsobascb 
CouFANT,  Respondent. 

September  H — October  5, 1S09. 

Uft  imurance:  Agency  contract  teit\  tnawed;  Creittt  thereunder, 
*o»  applied  on  premiumt:  Estoppel:  Forfeiture:  Waiver:  P»> 
Unoful  rebate  of  premiumt  through  agencp  contract:  Evidence: 
Bffect  «M  policy;  Lapae:  ReinstatetAentt 

1.  jL  llf«  Insiiranc*  company  haying  given  a  person  with  bla  policy 
•n  ^encr  agreement,  stipulating  to  pay  tilm  aanually  k  pro 
rata  part  of  a  specified  perceotage  of  all  premiums  paid  for  tbo 
ensuing  ten  years  on  business  written  In  speclfled  territory, 
nich  payment  to  be  made  within  tblrty  days  after  the  annl- 
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versary  date  of  the  agreement,  eolncldlns  with 
rayliiK  annually  a  policy  premium  wttb  a  Bp« 
prevent  lapsing,  and  lbs  premiums  having  be< 
annually  with  an  option  to  pay  quarterly,  and 
img  been  duly  specifically  notified  of  the  due  t 
of  the  second  policy  prerainm,  the  first  appo 
the  contract  being  applied  thereon,  and  he  hai 
Ingly,  and  due  notice  according  to  cnstom  ha 
as  to  the  third  premium  and  second  agency  ap 
payment  made  of  the  quarterly  amount,  less 
ment,  and  the  company,  while  retaining  the 
elatmed  that  only  one  quarter  of  the  agency  api 
applicable  on  a  quarterly  premium  payment, 
payment  of  an  additional  amount  equal  to  thre 
agency  apportionment  within  the  thirty  days  fi 
the  added  penalty,  which  demand  was  not  con 
therenpoR  the  company  having  invited  the  a 
for  reinstatement  under  the  agreement  in  th< 
regard,  representing  that,  by  the  contract,  he 
credit  of  only  one  quarter  of  such  apportloni 
terly  premium,  and  application  having  beea  n 
and  allowed,  the  additional  payment  being  the 
paid  agency  amonnt  due  and  payable  u  atorei 

(a)  The  giving  of  the  premium  notle*  In  the 
as  in  the  first,  estopped  the  company  from  claln 
tire  agency  apportionment  was  not  applicable  i 
payable  on  the  i>o]tcy  within  the  time  stipulated 
inch  apportionment. 

(b)  The  premium  notice  showing  appllcatloi 
apportionment  In  tbe  second  as  In  the  first  I 
tnted  an  actual  payment  of  the  agency  apportloi 
cuting  the  rebating  contract,  if  such  there  were, 
the  policy  premium  was  payable. 

(c)  The  notice  to  the  assured  after  payment 
nnsatlsfactory  to  the  company,  demanding  onl 
amount  eqnal  to  three  fourths  of  the  agency 
waived  the  penalty  for  not  making  payment  o: 
date  of  the  premium  It  a  penalty  were  thereby 

<d)  There  having  been  due  and  payable  to 
the  contract  by  tbe  day  limited  for  paying  the  ] 
an  amount  equal  to  the  balance  claimed  by  t 
the  policy.  It  was  bound  to  apply  the  credit  If  n 
vent  a  lapsing,  end  the  application  should  be  tr 
been  In  effect  made  by  operation  of  law. 

(e)  The  asiured  having  acted  on  the  false 
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of  the  company  In  submltUnc  to  its  claim  that  tii«  policy  hai 
lapwd  waa  not  affected  by  the  law  ol  Bnrrmider  of  rlgbla  b: 
acguleacenc«. 
1.  If  an  Inau  ranee  company  makee,  ostensibly,  am  asency  contrac 
witb  a  policy-bolder  at  tbe  date  of  bis  policy,  all  as  one  tratu 
action,  for  the  purpose,  in  fact,  of  rebating  the  cost  of  the  in 
'  aurance,  stipulated  in  the  policy,  sucii  contract  is  unenforce 
ablft. 

3.  The  circumstance  of  a  life  iusurance  company  contemporanc 

ously  maklnc  an  insurance  agency  contract  with,  and  Issulni 
to  a  person  a  lite  policy,  the  contract  stipulating  tor  paymen 
to  the  assured  for  services,  not  deOnttely  mentioned  except  b: 
reference  to  an  application  tor  such  contract,  not  produced,  o 
a  percentage  each  year  ol  tbe  premiums  received  In  such  y^a 
tor  insurance  written  in  qieclOed  territory,  is  not  of  Itsel 
sufflcient  to  ^ow  with  reasonable  cwtalnty  thU  the  purpoBe  o 
the  contract  is  to  circumvent  the  atatutory  prohibition  agains 
rebating  policy  premiums. 

4.  Where  mere  circumstances  are  reasonably  consistent  with   : 

theory  of  violation  ot  a  penal  statute  and  also  inconslaten 
therewith,  the  latter  should  prevail  in  the  ^mobco  of  corrobc 
rating  evidence. 
E.  An  executed  agreement  tor  rebating  a  policy  premium  contrar 
to  the  statute  on  the  subject  renders  the  rebatar  liable  to  th 
statutory  penalty  but  does  not  render  the  poll<7  void  or  volt 

C  If  money  Is  absolutely  due  and  payable  from  an  insurance  con 
pan;  to  a  policy-holder  before  the  due  date  of  hl^  premium  tb 
company  should  apply  the  credit  If  necesBary  to  save  the  polic] 
and  In  Judicial  proceedings  Involving  the  matter  snob  appi: 
cation  should  be  conclusively  presumed  to  have  been  madt 
especiallr  If  auch  had  been  the  custom  of  the  company  as  to  th 
particular  policy. 

T.  It  a  person,  erroneously  supposing  his  policy  to  have  lapsec 
his  view  in  that  regard  being  induced  in  whole  or  In  part  b 
a  false  position  on  the  part  of  tbe  Insurw,  appllea  sncoeastull 
for  reinstatement  under  the  clause  ot  the  policy  permitting  ii 
he  Is  not  precluded  thereby  fnMn  thereafter  insisting  that  th 
policy  did  not  in  fact  lapse. 

5.  It  a  person  with  knowledge,  actual  or  constmctlve,  so  acts  1 

regard  to  contractual  relations  that  the  reasonable  inferenc 
onder  all  the  clrcumatances  Is  that  he  has  sbandbned  a  claii 
of  right,  and  the  adverse  i)arty  In  such  relations  acta  on  th 
faith  ot  such  Inference,  aa  a  general  rule  an  eSectual  Intec 
to  waive  la  [mplled  though  there  ta  no  such  Intent  in  fact,  an 
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even  If  Ui»re  ba  an  nai^BcloBed  Intent  to  the  contrary,  and  re- 
eardlQBS  of  any  element  ot  estoppel  etrlctlr  speaking. 
In  case  of  an  Insurance  company  seeking  to  reap  advantaca  trom 
Ite  own  turpitude  as  to  violating  the  law  agalnit  rebatiDg,  lor 
the  puTpoee  ot  avoiding  a  policy  acreement,  the  burden  is  upon 
It  to  eetabllsh  the  facts  In  that  regard  to  a  reasonable  cer- 
tainty. 

[SyllabuB  by  Masshau^  J.] 

ipFEAi.  from  a  judgment  of  tte  circuit  court  for  Trempea- 
a  county :  J.  J.  Peuit,  Circuit  Judge.  Reversed, 
iction  by  a  beneficiary  to  recover  on  an  -insurance  policy. 
3  policy  was  issued  by  defendant,  an  Iowa  corporation, 
16  15,  1903,  at  Whitehall,  Trempealeau  county,  Wiscon- 
It  required  payment  of  a  premium  of  $156.10  at  the 
tance  of  the  policy  and  the  same  annually  thereafter,  or  a 
rifled  amount  aemi-annually  or  quarterly,  the  latter  rate 
ig  $41.35  per  quarter.  It  provided  in  case  of  default 
an  ext^ision  of  thirty  days  with  the  privilege  of  making 
inent  by  adding  t£n  cents  per  thousand  dollars  of  the  in- 
»nce,  otherwise  for  a  lapse  subject  to  reinstatement  of  the 
ey  upon  the  assured  furnishing  a  satisfactory  certificate 
i^ood  health  signed  by  the  assured  and  a  reputable  physi- 
1  on  a  form  furnished  for  that  purpose  and  approval  by 
:ain  specified  officers;  also  that  the  policy  should  be  incon- 
able  after  two  years  in  case  of  all  premiums  up  to  that 
e  having  been  duly  paid ;  further,  in  case  of  the  policy  hav- 
lapsed  after  full  payment  of  premiuma  for  three  years, 
t  the  assured  should  have  certain  specified  rights.  The  in- 
testable clause  was  satisfied.  The  policy  was  issued  pur- 
nt  to  an  application  stipulating  that  all  statements  con- 
led  therein  should  be  regarded  aa  material  to  the  risk  and 
Tanties. 

Lccompanying  the  policy  there  was  a  special  agency  con- 
it,  entitling  the  assured,  so  long  as  the  contract  was  kept 
"oree,  to  a  pro  rata  proportion  annually -for  a  period  of 
nty  years  of  seven  per  cent,  of  all  premiums  paid  for  the 
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ensuing  ten  years  on  business  written  in  this  state,  the  aai 
to  be  taken  from  the  expense  element  of  such  premiums  ai 
apportioned  annuallj  within  sixty  days  after  the  1st  day 
January  in  each  year,  and  paid  within  thirty  days  after  t 
anniversary  date  of  the  contract  February  17,  1904,  t 
fendant  gave  the  assured  notice  of  an  apportionment  in  1 
favor  of  $13,23.  Seasonably  it  gave  him  the  usual  premiu 
notice  of  the  due  date  of  the  annual  premium  for  1904,  c 
ducting  the  $13.23,  though  it  was  not  payable  till  July  15 
thereafter.  He  «ent  the  balance  pursuant  to  the  notice, 
was  accepted.  Seasonably  for  1905  defendant  gave  the  ) 
sured  written  notice  of  an  apportionment  in  his  favor  und 
the  agency  contract  of  $14.60,  payable  July  15,  1905.  !N 
tice  of  the  next  annual  premium  was  given,  crediting  there 
the  $14.60,  in  harmony  with  the  transaction  of  the  previo 
year.  The  assured  elected,  as  hs  had  a  right  to  do,  to  p 
June  15,  1905,  a  quarterly  premium.  For  that  he  remitt 
the  ;>roper  amount  less  the  apportionment  of  $14.60.  i 
was  thereupon  notified,  he  could  not  be  permitted,  in  such 
ease,  to  deduct  more  than  a  quarter  of  such  apportionme 
and  to  remit  $10.96  to  make  up  full  quarterly  payment.  1 
failed  to  do  so  or  claim  any  right  under  the  thirty-day  ezt« 
aion  element  of  the  policy,  and  was  thereupon  notiiied  that 
had  lapsed,  leaving  him  the  privilege  of  reinstatement 
provided  therein,  and  sent  him,  at  the  same  time,  a  form  i 
ihe  requisite  health  certificate.  He  furnished  the  certifies 
properly  executed.  He  stated  therein  that  he  was  of  sou: 
constitution,  in  good  health,  and  that  since  the  date  of  t 
original  application  he  had  not  been  afflicted  with  any  aic 
ness  or  disease  whatever,  nor  consulted  or  been  attended 
any  physician,  and  warranted  such  statements  to  be  tn 
agreeing  that  otherwise  the  insurance  should  be  void.  1 
tached  thereto  was  a  physician's  certificate  of  good  health  a 
risk.  Due  payment  of  the  requisite  amount  was  made,  t 
application  for  reinstetement  approved,  and  a  certificate  : 
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lingly  issued  July  28,  1905,  providing  that  its  validity 
lid  depend  upon  the  warranties  contained  in  the  appHea- 
therefor  being  true,  and  the  assured  being  in  good  health 
of  temperate  habits  on  the  date  of  the  reinstatement. 
died  February  10,  1906. 

onditions  precedent  to  the  commencement  of  the  action 
9  satisfied.  The  pleadings  put  in  issue  the  question  of 
ther  the  policy  lapsed  for  nonpayment  of  the  premium  of 
e  15,  1905,  whether  the  declarations  in  the  application 
reinstatement  that  the  assured,  at  the  date  thereof,  was- 
ood  health,  and  that  since  the  date  of  the  original  appH- 
m  he  had  not  been  afflicted  with  any  disease  or  sickness 
tever,  nor  consulted  or  been  attended  by  any  physician, 
i  true,  and  pleaded  that  immediately  tipon  discovering 
I  declarations  to  be  untrue  it  disclaimed  any  intention  to 
ropriate  the  money  paid  for  the  reinstatement '  and  that 
as,  thereafter,  at  all  times  in  readiness  to  return  t^e  same 
le  pOTSon,  or  persons,  entitled  thereto, 
he  cause  was  submitted  to  the  jury  on  the  evidence  in  re- 
t  to  the  issues  raised  as  aforesaid,  resulting  in  a  special 
lict,  as  follows : 

(1)  "Was  said  A.  J.  McNaughton  of  sound  constitution 
he  25th  day  of  July,  1905,  when  he  signed  the  certificate 
ei n statement  1     A.  Yes. 

(2)  Was  said  A.  J.  HcNaughton  in  good  health  on  the 
I  day  of  July,  1905,  when  he  signed  the  certificate  for 
statement?     A.  Yes. 

(3)  Had  said  A,  J.  McNaughton  been  afflicted  with  any 
ase  or  sickness  whatever  between  the  date  of  his  applica- 
for  the  policy  of  insurance  in  question  and  the  date  when 
igned  the  certificate  for  reinstatement  of  lapsed  policy  on 
25th  day  of  July,  1905?    A.  No. 

(4)  Had  said  A.  J.  McNaughton  consulted  or  been  at- 
;ed  by  any  physician  at  any  time  between  the  15th  day 
une,  1903,  and  the  25th  day  of  July,  1905  ?     A.  No." 
he  court,  on  motion,  changed  the  answer  to  the  fourth 
ition  from  "No"  to  "Yes,"  refused  to  change  the  answer 
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to  eitlier  the  first,  second,  or  third  question,  and  rend* 
judgment  dismissing  the  action  with  costs.  The  plaii 
appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Anderson  &  Eki 
and  oral  argument  bj  H.  L.  Ekem. 

'Ear  the  respondent  there  waa  a  brief  by  B.  8.  Cowie 
Edward  Lees,  and  oral  argument  b^  Mr,  Lees. 

If  AB8HALL,  J.  Respondent's  counsel  make  the  point  1 
the  contract  which  accompanied  the  policy  was  an  evasior 
the  anti-rebate  law,  rendering  the  credit  which  assured 
plied  on  his  quarterly  payment  ineffectual,  thus  leaving  1 
in  default  and  causing  a  lapse  of  the  policy.  The  trial  cc 
does  not  appear  to  have  passed  on  that  question,  hut  if  co 
eel  be  right,  the  fact,  in  one  aspect  of  the  ease,  must  ren 
the  judgment  right  even  if  the  court  below  was  wrong  ai 
the  particular  matters  complained  of  by  appellant. 

It  was  held  in  Urwan  v.  N.  W.  Nat.  L.  Im.  Co.  '. 
Wis.  349,  103  N.  W.  1102,  that  a  transaction,  somew 
similar  to  that  which  occurred  in  this  case,  pursuant  to 
agreement  on  the  part  of  the  insurance  company  indicat 
that  the  ostensible  purpose  was  not  the  real  one,  but  wat 
rebate  the  regular  ccet  of  the  insurance  as  an  induccmeni 
taking  out  the  same,  was  unenforceable.  It  must  be  noted  t 
there  was  proof  in  that  instance,  indicating  the  intention 
the  parties,  other  than  the  mere  producti<m  of  an  agency  c 
tract,  as  in  this  case  referring  to  an  application  not  offered 
evidence  that  might  explain  the  transaction.  There  is 
connection  here,  on  the  face  of  the  papers,  between  the  agei 
contract  and  the  policy,  except  the  mere  fact  that  the  1 
writings  were  made  at  the  same  time.  In  the  Urwan  C 
the  payments  agreed  to  be  made  to  the  so<alled  agent  w 
fixed  in  amount  and  the  policy  premiums  were  to  be  li 
wise,  as  the  oompany  reprcented.  That  was  quite  sign 
cant  as  showing  that  the  real  purpose  was  to  rebate  the  lat 
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)ut  any  equivalent  consideration.  There  were  other  cir- 
tances  in  proof  showing  coiicl naively  that  such  was  the 
al  intention.  In  this  case  there  was  sn  entire  absence 
cb  proof,  while  the  agency  contract  provided  for  com- 
ition  contingent  upon  the  business  written  in  this  stat^ 
the  consideration  to  be  rendered  therefor  may  well  be 
med  to  have  been  specified  in  the  application  referred 

the  writing,  which,  as  before  indicated,  was  not  pro- 
1  in  evidence.  Under  the  circumstances  there  is  room 
for  suspicion  that  the  purpose  of  the  transaction  was  to 
I  the  anti-rebate  law.     Contractual  transactions  are  not 

avoided  in  favor  of  one  of  the  parties  who  eeeka  to  es- 
his  obligations,  on  mere  suspicion.  The  court  will  not 
me  from  circumstances  which  are  consistent  or  incon- 
t,  according  to  the  viewpoint  from  which  they  are  meas- 

with  violation  of  a  penal  statute,  that  such  violation  oc- 
d  in  the  particular  case,  without  sufficient  corroborating 
nee  to  establish  it  to  a  reasonable  certainty.  While  courts 
d  firmJy  enforce  the  policy  of  the  law  against  rebating 
should  not  go  bo  far  as  to  cast  the  burden  of  proof  upon 
cy-holder  to  show  that  there  was  no  such  violation,  upon 
>mpany  involved  seeking  to  escape  its  obligation  on  the 
y  that  it  is  a  lawbreaker. 

ere  is  a  further  reason  why  respondent  cannot  invoke 
nti-rebato  law  to  defeat  the  policy  claim  in  this  caae. 
lun  V.  Pac.  Mui.  L.  Ins.  Co.  131  Wis.  555,  111  N.  W. 
it  was  held  that  an  executed  agreement  for  rebate  of  a 
T  premium,  while  constituting  ground  for  punishing  tlie 
3r  as  the  statute  provides,  does  not  render  the  policy 
— that  the  latter  purpose  was  not  within  the  fair  mean- 
F  the  statute;  and  that  the  rule  of  Urwan  v.  N.  W.  Nat. 
s.  Co.,  supra,  goes  no  further,  as  to  the  rights  of  a  pol- 
)lder,  than  to  render  executory  agreements  for  the  re- 
%  of  premiums  not  speciiied  in  the  policy  unenforceable. 
i  view  this  case,  if  the  purpose  of  the  agency  agreement 
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was  to  rebate  the  premiums  specified  on  tlie  face  of  the  poli 
it  was  ialij  executed  as  to  the  premium  in  question  and  ui 
the  policy  matured. 

As  indicated  in  the  etatement,  before  the  first  premi 
became  payable  after  the  assured  received  bis  first  ere 
upon  the  agency  contract,  he  was  duly  notified  thereof,  t 
of  such  credit  As  between  the  parties,  on  the  face  of 
record,  when  that  premium  fell  due  June  IS,  2904,  respo 
«nt  owed  the  assured  $13.23  as  a  credit  on  such  contract,  p 
Able  July  15th  thereafter,  or  within  the  time  such  premi 
was  payable  by  addition  of  the  trifling  sum  of  fifty  cents 
a  penalty  for  not  making  payment  at  the  precise  due  di 
Previous  to  such  date,  as  appears,  respondent  notified  the 
sured  of  how  it  proposed  to  treat  the  agency  credit  by  se 
ing  him  a  notice  of  the  premium,  applying  thereon  ai 
credit  From  that  circumstance  the  assured  had  a  right 
assume  that  such  credits  in  the  future  would  be  likev 
treated.  The  respondent  was  precluded  by  the  plain 
principles  of  estoppel  from  claiming  to  the  contrary  to 
prejudice  of  the  assured,  as  to  any  subsequent  paym^it,  mi 
before  it  gave  the  assured  notice  of  a  change  of  its  positi(Hl 

When  the  next  annual  payment  came  due,  subject  to 
right  of  making  quarterly  payments,  respondent  gave  the 
sured  the  usual  premium  notice,  applying  the  agency  ere 
as  before.  Then  for  the  first  time,  and  after  the  quarte 
payment  was  made  with  the  credit  and  cash,  and  after 
time  for  payment  without  incurring  the  aforesaid  penalty 
fifty  cents,  the  assured  was  notified  that: 

"In  cases  where  the  premiums  are  paid  quarterly,  > 
fourth  of  the  apportionment  is  credited  upon  each  quart* 
payment  Therefore,  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  send 
$10.95  additional  in  order  to  receive  full  credit  for  the  c 
rent  quarterly  under  the  policy  referred  to." 

That  was  an  entire  change  of  front,  as  the  assured  ha 
right  to  view  the  matter. 
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lere  wa3  nothing  in  the  writing  indicating  how  the 
=7  credit  should  be  applied  or  that  the  same  should  be 
ed  at  all.  The  communication  quoted  involved  a  sug- 
)n  that  the  company  asserted  a  right  to  hold  the  balance 
B  agency  credit  and  apply  the  same  in  $3.65  credit  in- 
lentfl  on  quarterly  policy  premiums  as  they  fell  due  dur- 
\i.e  year,  while  the  agreejpent  was  for  payment  of  the  en- 
unount  by  July  15,  1905.  The  assured  had  a  right  to 
oe  that  the  mere  use  of  the  $14.60  for  the  thirty  days, 
uting  to  about  seven  cents,  was  not  considered  by  re- 
lent of  any  consequence  and  that  it  would  waive  the 
ae  due  date  of  the  credit  as  before.  Moreover,  in  call- 
6r  the  additional  payment  of  $10.95  after  the  penalty 
incurred,  such  penalty  was  waived.  So  on  July  15th 
after,  by  respondent's  conduct,  it  was  permissible  for 
ssured  to  pay  the  additional  $10.95,  the  precise  amount 
due  of  the  agency  credit  in  any  view  of  the  case,  and 
ft  forfeiture,  and  he  may  well  nave  assumed  it  would  be 
used  to  save  the  policy  from  lapsing  according  to  the 
(stabliahed  rule  that  it  is  the  duty  of  an  insurance  com- 
to  apply  dues  from  it  to  an  assured,  presently  payable, 
his  premium  likewise  payable,  if  necessary  to  prevent 
feiture,  especially  where,  from  previous  transactions  bo- 
L  the  parties,  the  assured  has  a  right  to  rely  upon  such 
sation  being  made. 

e  contention  of  appellant's  counsel  on  the  point  last  dis- 
i  we  regard  as  sound  and  abundantly  supported  in  prin- 
by  authorities  cited  to  our  attention  and  many  others. 
V.  N.  W.  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  39  Wis.  397 ;  Matlack  v. 
.  180  Pa.  St.  360,  386,  36  Atl.  1082;  Van  Norman  v. 
:  Mvi.  L.  Ins.  Co.  51  Minn.  57,  52  N.  W.  988;  Qin^d 
s..  A.  £  T.  Co.  V.  Mvi.  L.  Ins.  Co.  97  Pa.  St.  15;  Chi- 
L.  Ins.  Co.  V.  Warner,  80  HI.  410 ;  Ins.  Co.  v.  Dutcher, 
.  S.  269,  272;  Northwestern  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Ross, 
I.  199;  Northwestern  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Fort's  Adm'r, 
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83  Ky.  269;  Franklin  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Wallace.  93  Ind. 
Northwestern  Mut.  L.  Ina.  Co.  v.  Little.  56  Ind,  504. 

It  would  be  useless  to  argue  that  application  of  tlie  ager 
credit  was  not  in  fact  made,  therefore  the  agreement  to  p 
tlie  same  was  executory,  and  within  the  condemnation  of  t 
Lavn  Case  because,  primarily,  as  we  have  seen,  it  was  not 
tabliahed  that  the  agency  agreement  was  a  rebating  contrai 
secondarily,  because  the  application  was  in  fact  made,  as  t 
assured  had  a  right  to  assume  when  the  premium  notice  v 
sent;  and,  thirdly,  since  in  any  event  it  was  the  duty  of  t 
respondent  to  make  the  application,  on  or  before  July  1 
1905,  the  assured  had  a  right  to  assume  that  such  applicati 
would  be  made  if  necessary  to  save  his  policy,  and  the  coi 
in  such  a  case  must  treat  that  which  ought  to  have  been  do 
as  having  been  done. 

But  it  13  insisted,  on  respondent's  part,  tiiat,  by  the  assui 
applying  for  reinstatement  of  the  policy,  treating  the  same 
having  lapsed,  and  being  reinstated  accordingly,  there  'v 
conclusive  acquiescence  in  the  claim  of  respondent  in  that 
gard.  On  that  Teeter  v.  United  L.  Ins.  Aaso.  159  N.  T.  41 
416,  54  N,  E.  72,  is  relied  on.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  co\ 
that  the  rule  there  adopted  is  somewhat  harah  and  carries  1 
doctrine  of  loss  of  rights  by  mere  waiver  rather  to  the  lim 
if  not  beyond,  its  boundaries  as  laid  down  by  this  court 
Pabsl  B.  Co.  V.  Milwaukee,  126  Wis.  110, 105  N.  W.  563. 

There  can  be  no  waiver  without  at  least  implied  intent 
waive  based  on  knowledge,  actual  or  constructive,  of  the  fac 
Where  the  reasonable  inference  from  the  whole  situation  1 
tween  parties  in  contractual  relations,  is  that  one  of  th( 
with  knowledge,  actual  or  constructive,  baa  waived  or  abi 
doned  a  claim  of  right,  and  the  other,  relying  thereon,  I 
acted  accordingly,  generally  speaking,  an  effectual  intent 
waive  is  implied  "regardless  of  whether  there  waa  an  acti 
or  expressed  intent  to  waive,  or  even  if  there  was  an  ach 
but  undisclosed  intention  to  the  contrarv,"  whether  there 
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element  of  estoppel,  strictly  so  called,  or  not.  Such  is 
loctrine  of  mere  waiver  as  approved  in  the  Pabst  B.  Co. 
.  Whenever  a  case  falls  clearly  within  that  principle 
ost  be  held  to  be  governed  thereby.  Those  arising  under 
ranee  contracts  cannot  be  excepted,  neither  can  an  ex- 
on  be  made  because,  merely,  of  apparent  hardship  in  the 
ieular  instance.  Departare  from  that  would  turn  judi- 
administration  into  the  uncertain  field  of  mere  arbitra- 

may  be  that  Teeter  v.  United  L.  Ins.  Asao.,  mipra,  is 
in  the  principle  of  waiver  above  indicated.  Certain  it 
lat  the  learned  court  in  pronouncing  judgment  thought 

The  opinion  of  the  court  here  is  that  the  case  goes  a 
!  too  far  and  yet  has  some  distinguishing  characteristics 
L  the  one  in  hand,  tending  to  locate  the  latter  outside  the 
ciple  under  discussion  if  the  former  is  within  it.  In  the 
there  was  good  ground  on  tho  company's  part  for  claim- 
i  forfeiture,  as  the  assured  must  have  known,  while  here 
iGsured  had  no  good  reason  to  think  respondent's  position 

tenable.  In  the  New  York  case  the  assured  may  well 
I  supposed,  the  mere  shadowy  chance  he  had  for  main- 
ing  that  his  policy  was  in  force  notwithstanding  the 
aed  default,  was  of  too  little  consequence  to  warrant  in- 
ttg  upon  it,  while  here  the  facts  are  so  plainly  conclusive 
avor  of  the  position  that  no  lapse  had  in  fact  occurred, 

it  seems  the  assured  could  not  have  intended  to  waive 
»rtaiuty  for  the  uncertain  outcome  of  an  application  for 
statement,  but  rather  thought  he  might  well  avoid  a 
blesome  controversy  with  respondent  by  going  through 
form  of  complying  with  its  demand  without  prejudice  to 
■ights,  even  if  the  application  for  reinstatement  should  be 
ed,  since  no  pecuniary  penalty  was  involved,  as  seems  to 
1  been  the  case.  Moreover  the  letter  of  the  assured  ac- 
panying  tho  application  for  reinstatement,  shows  upon 
^ace  that  he  recited  in  such  application  that  the  policy 
Vol.  140—15 
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bad  lapsed,  using  the  printed  form  supplied  b;  respondei 
because  the  latter  had  eo  stated  in  its  communication  to  h: 
in  such  a  way  as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  by  the  terms  of  t 
agency  contract  he  had  no  right  to  deduct  from  the  quartet 
payment  but  one  fourth  of  the  agency  apportionment.  1 
said  in  such  letter: 

"I  am  very  sorry  to  cause  you  all  this  trouble  but  I  mi 
liave  misimderstood  my  contract.  I  understood  from  i 
policy  that  I  can  pay  my  premiums  quarterly  if  I  wish  t 
rate  to  be  $41.35.  My  contract  states  that  my  commissic 
are  payable  ■within  thirty  days  of  the  anniversary  of  the  di 
of  the  policy."  (Meaning  evidently  contract.)  "I  deduct 
the  total  amount  ($14.60)  after  reading  this." 

Thus  the  application  for  reinstatement  was  made,  aupp 
ing,  as  respondent  well  knew  from  its  attitude,  that  he  h 
Qiisunderstood  the  contract  Ita  letter  inferentiaUy  stat 
that  the  agency  apportionment  for  any  year,  by  the  contra 
was  BO  payable  as  to  render  the  whole  or  only  a  quarter  i 
plicable  upon  a  single  premium  payment,  according  as  t 
assured  should  decide  to  pay  annually  or  quarterly,  whi 
was  not  the  case.  This  rather  rebuts  the  idea  of  acquiesces 
and  intention  to  waive  with  knowledge,  actual  or  constri 
live,  of  the  facte. 

Without  further  discussion  of  the  quoBtion  of  waiver,  it 
the  opinion  of  the  court  that  the  law  on  that  subject  la 
favor  of  appellant.  Such  being  the  case,  all  questions  as 
reinstatement  of  the  policy,  which  were  resolved  in  respoi 
ent's  fav6r  by  court  and  jury,  resulting  in  the  judgment  co 
plained  of,  are  immaterial.  That  leads  to  the  result  tb 
on  tlie  undisputed  evidence,  judgment  should  have  been  giv 
for  plaintiff  as  demanded  in  the  complaint  upon  the  moti 
which  was  in  effect  made  therefor  notwithstanding  the  t 
diet,  and  the  case  must  now  take  the  course  which  it  ouf 
to  have  taken. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  is  reversed,  and  the  cai 
remanded  with  directions  to  render  judgment  in  accordai 
with  this  opinion. 
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DoHBETT,  Keapondent,  va.  Winq,  Appellant. 

September  H— October  5, 1909. 

Fraud:  Pleadinff:  Collateral  aecuritv:  Banki. 

complaint  allegea  tliat  plalntirc  agreed  to  tranBfer  ft  note  tnd 
mortgage  to  a  bank  as  collateral  security  lor  loans,  tbat  de- 
fendant, the  cashier  of  tbe  bank,  by  fraudulent  statements  that 
it  was  an  asslgnmeiit  aa  collateral  security  only,  obtained  from 
plaintiff  an  asslgomant  is  fonn  absolutely  transferring  the 
not«  and  mortgage  to  defendant,  and  tliat  defendant  rttluses 
apon  demand  to  surrender  such  securities;  and  in  effect  ad- 
mits that  the  loans  have  not  been  repaid.  Beld,  that  no  action- 
tble  fraud  against  plaintiff  Is  sbown,  but  simply  that  his  note 
and  mortgage  are  held  by  the  defendant  for  tbe  bank  as  col- 
lateral security;  and  until  the  loans  are  repaid  defendant  la 
entitled  so  to  hold  them. 

LppBAi,  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Orosae 
aty:  Mabtiit  L.  Lueoe,  Judge.  Beversed. 
'he  complaint  in  this  action  alleges  that  the  plaintiff  waa 
owner  and  holder  of  a  note  of  the  face  value  of  $6,400, 
n  which  there  was  due  and  unpaid  $4,960,  and  that  the* 
)  was  secured  by  a  mortgage  of  equal  value.  August  20, 
6,  plaintiff  went  to  the  Batavian  National  Bank  in  the 
'  of  La  Crosse,  of  which  the  defendant  is  cashier,  and  se- 
jd  a  loan  from  the  bank  of  $1,000.  He  gave  the  bank 
lecurity  for  the  payment  o£  the  loan  an  assignment  of  the 
s  and  mortgage.  Subsequently  he  obtained  $2,000  more 
n  the  bank  upon  the  same  security.  Plaintiff  alleges  that 
defendant  Wing,  as  cashier  of  the  bank,  stated  that  tbe 
gnment  of  the  note  and  mortgage  was  solely  and  only  for 
purpose  of  securing  these  loans,  that  it  was  an  assignment 
■ollateral  security  and  was  not  an  absolute  sale  thereof,  but 
t  he  signed  an  absolute  conveyance  of  the  note  and  mort- 
9  in  favor  of  the  defendant  because  he  was  deceived 
ough  his  false  and  fraudulent  representations.  After 
rning  of  said  false  and  fraudulent  representations  of  the 
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defendant,  plaintiff  demanded  the  return  of  tlie  note  t 
mortage,  but  the  defendant  refuses  to  return  them  and 
alleged  to  have  oonverted  them  to  his  own  uae.  The  cc 
plaint  allies  that  the  plaintiff  through  such  fraudulent  r 
resentationa  respecting  the  assignment  of  the  note  and  ni( 
gage  has  been  defrauded  b;  the  defendant  of  the  note  s 
mortgage,  and  he  demands  judgment  for  the  difference 
t^veen  the  value  of  the  note  and  the  mortgage  and  the  su 
received  b;  him  from  the  bank.  Iliis  ia  an  appeal  fr 
the  order  of  the  court  overruling  a  general  demurrer  to  i 
complaint. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  bj  Highee  <£  High 
and  oral  argument  by  J.  E.  Higbee.  To  the  point  thai 
pledgee  cannot  be  held  for  a  conversion  of  the  pledge  wi 
out  a  payment  or  tender  of  the  indebtedness  for  which  \ 
pledge  is  held,  they  cited  Lewis  v.  Mott,  36  N.  T.  31 
Talty  V.  Freedman'8  8.  &  T.  Co.  93  U.  S.  321,  326;  Cool 
Torta  (2d  ed.)  531;  Jones,  Pledges,  §  571. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  bi 
■of  J".  E.  Withrow,  attorney,  and  C.  L.  Hood,  of  couni 
They  cited  Meyer  v.  Doherty,  133  Wia.  398;  20  Cyc.  I 
note  83  and  oases  cited;  Pryor  v.  Foster,  130  N.  T.  11 
Gould  V.  Cayuga  Co.  Nai.  Bank,  99  N.  Y.  333;  Hurlberl 
T.  D.  Kellogg  L.  £  M.  Co.  115  Wis.  225;  Mill^  u.  Ha 
barth,  126  Wis.  50,  52 ;  Kruse  v.  Koeker,  124  Wis.  536,  6' 

SiBBEGKEB,  J.  The  trial  court  held  that  the  facts  all^ 
constituted  a  cause  of  action  against  the  defendant  for 
fraud  perpetrated  upon  the  plaintiff.  In  determining  the 
feet  of  the  complaint  the  alleged  facts  must  be  separated  fn 
the  all^iied  conclusions  inferable  from  such  facts.  The 
legations  of  fact  are  that  the  plaintiff  applied  to  the  ba 
for  two  loans  of  $1,000  and  $2,000,  respectively,  and 
fered  to  secure  repayment  thereof  by  transferring  note  a 
mortgage  aa  collateral ;  that  the  defendant,  with  whom 


AUGUST  TERM,  1909. 


Doherty  r.  Wing,  140  Wis.  227. 


itiated  these  loans,  was  the  cashier  of  the  bant ;  that  it 
agreed  that  the  plaintiff  was  to  transfer  the  note  and 
tgage  to  the  bank  as  collateral  to  secure  these  loans ;  that 
defendant  wrongfully  obtained  from  the  plaintiff  a  writ- 
assignment  which,  in  form,  absolutely  transfers  the  note 
mortgage  to  the  defendant;  and  that  the  defendant  re- 
s  upon  demand  to  surrender  them  to  the  plaintiff.  In 
it  the  plaintiff  also  admits  that  he  has  not  repaid  the 
IS.  The  plaintiff  asserts  that  under  these  conditions  he 
amaged  because  the  defendant  holds  the  note  and  mort- 
i  under  this  written  assignment. 

t  is  evident  that  if  the  defendant  holds  the  note  and  mort- 
;  as  collateral  for  the  repayment  of  the  amount  of  the 
ls  he  is  entitled  under  this  assignment  to  retain  thera 
1  the  loans  are  fully  repaid.  Plaintiff  confesses  that  the 
s  remain  unpaid.  The  full  effect  of  the  allegations  of 
complaint  is  that  the  transfer  of  the  note  and  mortgage 
he  defendant  by  the  plaintiff  under  Uie  written  assign- 
t  operates  to  transfer  them  as  collateral  to  secure  the 
ment  of  the  loans  to  the  bank.  The  fact  that  the  aa- 
ment  was  taken  in  the  name  of  the  defendant,  who  is 
bank's  cashier,  in  no  way  destroys  it  as  security  for  the 
;fit  of  the  bank.  The  result  is  tliat  the  note  and  mort-  - 
^  are  held  by  the  defendant  for  the  bank  as  collateral  to 
re  the  payment  of  the  loans.  Under  these  circumstances 
iraud  has  been  committed  against  the  plaintiff,  and  the 
tndant  ia  entitled  to  retain  the  security  until  the  loans 
}  been  paid.  The  complaint  does  not  state  a  cause  of 
jn. 

y  the  Court. — The  order  overruling  the  demurrer  is  re- 
ed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  enter  an 
:T  sustaining  the  demurrer,  and  for  further  proceedings 
rding  to  law. 
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Bbzkbdahl,  Appellant,  vb,  Vili^qe  of  Westbt  and  ; 
other,  Respondents. 

BepUmher  H—Octoler  S,  1909. 

YiHafiva:  Btreet  improvementt:  Power$  of  village  boartr  /n/unctl 
Pleading:  presufnptiotti;  Taking  of  firivate  property., 

1.  In  an  action  to  restrain  a  vlllagd  from  making;  certain  eti 

Iniprovementa  pursuant  to  petition.  It  will  be  presumed  on 
murrer  to  the  complaint,  tn  the  absence  of  allegations  to 
contrarr,  that  the  Tillage  authorities  are  proceeding  accord 
to  law, 

2.  The  general  pover  In  respect  to  streets  and  sldewalkB  confer 

upon  the  Tillage  board  by  subd.  II,  sec  S93,  Stats.  <1S98), 
eludes  the  power  to  determine  the  width  of  the  traveled  tr; 
In  a  street. 
8.  Allegations  In  a  complaint  that  a  Tillage  board  Intends  i 
threatens  to  compel  plalntllT  to  build  a  sidewalk  outside  of 
street  and  upon  hla  residence  lot,  and  that  In  order  to  do 
he  will  be  deprived  of  hie  land  without  due  proceaa  of  1 
and  without  compensation,  do  not  show  a  right  to  an  Inju 
tlon  where  It  Is  evident  from  the  facts  pleaded  that  defenda 
do  not  Intend  to  compel  plaintiff  to  buUd  a  walk  by  force 
otherwise  than  by  legal  procedure  regularly  Instituted  i 
carried  on. 

Appeai.  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Vera 
county:  James  O'Neill,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer 
the  plaintiff's  complaint.  The  complaint  alleges  in  efFi 
that  the  plaintiff  is,  and  has  heen  for  many  years,  the  owi 
of  a  certain  lot  used  and  occupied  as  his  residence  in  the  ( 
fendant  village,  and  ^hich  abuts  on  La  Crosse  street,  & 
that  plaintiff  has  greatly  improved  the  dwelling  house  up 
said  premises,  and  that  said  property  is  of  the  value 
$10,000 ;  that  in  front  of  said  residence  and  j'tist  inside  of  t 
street  line  of  said  La  Crosse  street  are  two  large  shade  tre 
furnishing  shade  to  the  dwelling  house,  and  that  there  s 
other  and  smaller  tree«,  all  standing  within  from  two  to  i 
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of  the  street  line,  and  that  the  plaintiff's  lot  is  about  two 

higher  than  the  grade  of  the  street  at  that  point;  that  in 
year  1901  the  village  board  of  defendant  improved  a  por- 

of  said  street  hj  macadamizing  that  part  of  said  street 
Ting  tbe  block  Ijing  next  east  of  tbe  block  in  which 
atiff's  dwelling  house  is  situate,  which  improvement  in- 
ed  the  building  of  a  stone  curb  and  gutter  on  both  sides 
aid  street;  that  while  the  improvement  was  under  con- 
ration  and  on  June  1,  1901,  the  village  board  b^  resolu- 

fixed  and  determined  the  line  of  the  curb  for  said  street 
ight  feet  from  the  street  line,  and  afterwards  on  June  21, 
1,  changed  the  distance  to  nine  feet,  and  on  said  last- 
led  date  fixed  the  line  of  the  curb  at  nine  feet  from  the 
3t  line;  that  pursuant  thereto  the  curb  on  the  north  side 
■a  Crosse  street  was  built  nine  feet  from  the  north  line  of 

street  and  still  remains  there,  and  that  no  action  lias 
L  taken  by  the  village  board  of  defendant  changing  or  al- 
]g  said  curb  line;  that  at  the  time  of  fixing  said  curb 

the  officers  of  said  village  designated  and  caused  to  be 
ted  manuments  to  mark  the  curb  line  on  the  north  side 
aid  street  in  the  block  lying  directly  west  of  the  block  so 
adamized,  being  the  block  in  which  plaintiff  resides,  and 
officers  of  defendant  directed  plaintiff  to  build  a  plank 
walk  in  front  of  and  abutting  his  property,  and  so  placed 
same  that  the  outer  edge  or  line  thereof  would  correspond 
ad  be  in  line  with  the  stone  curb  so  fixed  and  built  in  the 
:  adjoining  block,  and  that  plaintiff  in  good  faith  con- 
cted  in  front  of  his  property  a  plank  sidewalk  five  feet 
3,  and  placed  the  outer  edge  thereof  on  tiie  curb  line  so 
gnated,  which  sidewalk  has  remained  and  has  been  con- 
ously  used  for  public  travel  until  on  or  about  the  12th 

of  October,  1908. 

he  complaint  then  alleges  that  on  the  23d  day  of  June, 
3,  the  village  board  of  defendant,  acting  upon  a  petition 
le  property  owners  along  said  street^  decided  to  macadam- 
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iz©  that  portion  of  said  La  Crosse  street  lying  west  o£  fJ 
blo^  macadamized  as  before  stated,  extending  from  Ma 
street^  in  defendant  village,  to  a  point  opposite  tlie  west  ei 
of  plaintiff's  property,  a  distance  of  about  nine  and  one-ba 
rods,  and  on  tbe  25tb  day  of  Angust,  1908,  at  a  seaeion  < 
the  village  board,  defendant  awarded  the  contract  of  buil 
ing  a  cement  curb  and  gutter  along  both  sides  of  said  stre 
to  the  defendant  Olson,  who  has  entered  upon  said  work  ar 
has  proceeded  to  coDstmct  said  curb  and  gutter ;  that  on  tl 
12th  day  of  October,  1908,  the  defendant  Olson,  acting,  i 
plaintiff  is  informed  and  believes,  .under  the  verbal  inatru 
tion  of  some  of  the  individual  members  of  the  village  boai 
of  defendant,  entered  upon  the  premisea  of  plaintiff  and  d 
stroyod  and  removed  the  plank  sidewalk,  and  threatened  an 
atill  threatens  and  intends  to  build  and  oonstmct  the  eemei 
curb  and  gutter  about  six  feet  inside  of  and  north  of  the  cm 
line  designated  in  1901  by  the  village  board,  so  that  all  thi 
portion  of  the  roadway  lying  south  of  the  stone  curb,  inchu 
ing  the  space  occupied  by  plaintiff's  plank  sidewalk,  will  1 
macadamized  and  thrown  into  the  street  for  team  travel,  an 
plaintiff  will  be  deprived  of  the  use  thereof  for  sidewalk  an 
boulevard  purposes.  It  ia  alleged,  cm  information  and  b 
Uef,  that  the  village  board  threaten  and  intend  to  comp 
plaintiff  to  build  a  six-foot  cement  sidewalk  nortli  of  sai 
curb  and  place  the  same  inside  and  north  of  the  present  an 
true  street  line  and  upon  his  residence  lot,  and  that  in  ord( 
to  so  build  the  same  plaintiff  will  be  deprived,  without  dt 
process  of  law  and  without  compensation,  of  a  strip  of  Ian 
six  feet  wide  and  about  100  feet  long;  that  if  the  preeei 
sidewalk  space  ia  appropriated  by  the  public  for  team  travi 
and  tbe  curb  and  gutter  built  on  the  line  threatened,  it  wi 
result  in  great  and  irreparable  damage  to  plaintiff  and  I 
ruinous  to  hie  property  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has  bee 
enjoyed  and  will  permanently  impair  its  future  enjoyment 
that  the  taking  of  said  property  will  compel  plaintiff  to  ei 
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tte  the  terraced  portion  of  his  front  dooryard  a  depth  of 
at  two  feet  and  six  feet  wide  and  will  ittoeasitate  the 
bbing  out  of  the  shads  trees  in  front  of  his  property,  and 
:  each  damages  cannot  be  adequately  measured  in  an  ao- 
,  at  law;  that  plaintiff  verily  believes  that  the  action  of 
defendant  Olmn  is  through  the  order  and  direction  of  the 
ttoea  of  defendant  acting  individually,  and  that  the  same 
rbitrary,  oppressive,  and  without  authority  of  law;  that 
I  street  was  opened  of  the  width  of  three  rods  upwards  of 
7  years  ago,  and  has  since  been  traveled  such  width,  and 
;  the  distance  between  the  true  curb  lines  on  either  side 
aid  street  is  upwards  of  fifty  feet,  which  is  entirely  ade- 
te  for  public  team  travel ;  that,  unless  enjoined,  plaintiff 
'3  defendants  will  carry  out  their  threatened  acts  and 
d  said  curb  on  his  land  and  Aereby  appropriate  the  strip 
■esaid. 
'he  prayer  is  that  the  defendant  village  and  its  officers 

the  defendant  Olson  and  his  servants  be  restrained  and 
tined  from  building  a  street  curb  and  gutter  further  north 
;aid  street  than  the  line  of  the  present  stone  curb  on  the 
;h  side  of  eaid  street,  or  from  interfering  in  any  way  with 
strip  of  land  five  feet  wide  lying  in  front  of  and  imme- 
ely  abutting  plaintiff's  premises,  and  for  general  relief, 
'he  defendants  demurred  to  the  complaint  for  want  of 
s  sufficient  to  ccmstitute  a  cause  of  action,  which  demurrer 

sustained. 

'he  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
W.  Gravel,  and  for  the  respondents  on  a  brief  signed  by 
7renee  Grimsrud  and  W.  F.  &  A.  C.  Wolfe. 

Ieewin,  J.  The  substance  of  the  complaint  is  set  out  in 
statement  of  facts.  The  principal  charge  is  that  defend- 
I  are  about  to  interfere  with  a  part  of  a  public  street  and 
.  tJie  village  board  is  acting  under  a  petition  in  so  doing. 
re  are  no  allegations  in  the  complaint  going  to  show  that 
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all  tie  steps  required  by  law  were  not  taken  in  the  proce 
ing  to  make  the  improvement.  The  village  having  the  ri{ 
to  improve  the  street,  and  it  proceeding  on  petition  to  do 
it  must  be  presumed  that  it  ia  acting  lawfully  in  the  absei 
of  any  allegation  to  the  contrary.  Subd.  11,  sec.  893,  Sta 
(1898),  authorizes  villages  "to  lay  out,  open,  change,  -wic 
or  extend  roads,  streets,  lanes,  alleys,  .  .  .  and  to  grade,  i 
prove,  repair  or  discontinue  the  same  or  any  part  therc< 
...  to  make,  alter,  widen  or  otherwise  improve,  keep 
repair,  vacate  or  discontinue  sidewalks  and  crosswalks 
provided  in  this  act."  And  sec.  905  provides  the  mode  of  p 
oedure.  There  is  nothing  in  the  complaint  showing  or  tei 
ing  to  show  that  these  statutory  provisions  have  been  violai 
or  that  the  defendants  are  not  proceeding  in  accordance  w 
them.  The  acta  to  be  done  under  the  contract  with  defei 
fint  Olson  are  to  he  done  within  the  limits  of  the  street.  1 
general  power  conferred  by  law  on  the  village  includes  1 
power  .to  determine  the  width  of  the  traveled  track.  Elli< 
Eoads  &  S.  §  451 ;  Stale  v.  Morristown,  33  N.  J.  Law,  I 
Benson  v.  Wauhesha,  1i  Wis.  31,  41  N.  W.  1017;  McC 
lough  V.  CampbeltspoH.  123  Wis.  334, 101  N.  W.  709 ;  Da 
hoehler  v.  Milwaukee,  124  Wis.  144,  101  N.  W.  706. 

Stress  is  placed  upon  the  allegations  of  the  complaint 
the  efEect  that  the  village  board  "intend  to,  and  threaten 
at  once  after  the  completion  of  said  curb  and  gutter,  dir 
and  compel  plaintiff  to  build  a  six-foot  cement  sidewalk  no: 
of  said  curb  and  compel  him  to  place  the  same  inside  of  a 
north  of  the  present  and  true  street  line  and  upon  his  w 
dence  lot,  and  that  in  order  to  so  build  the  same  plaintiff  v 
be  deprived,  without  due  process  of  law  and  without  comp 
sation,  of  a  strip  of  land  six  feet  wide  and  about  100  f 
long."  The  plain  inference  from  the  pleading  is  that  if  i 
plaintiff  is  compelled  to  build  the  walk  it  will  be  under  le 
procedure  regularly  instituted  and  carried  on.  He  cam 
be  compelled  to  build  otherwise,  and  there  ia  no  allcgat 
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defendants  intend  to  forcibly  or  otherwise  build  or  en- 
jpon  his  premises  agkinst  his  will.  The  allegation  to 
iffoct  that,  in  order  to  build,  the  plaintiff  will  be  deprived 
is  property  without  compensation  and  without  due  pro- 
of law,  is  without  force,  because  it  is  plain  from  tlie 
I  pleaded  that  plaintiff  cannot  he  compelled  to  build  and 
lit  to  a  taking  of  his  property  without  compensation,  and 
defendants  do  not  intend  forcibly  to  interfere. 
lit  it  seems  wholly  unnecessary  to  discuss  the  question, 
complaint  is  tarren  of  facts  sufficient  to  entitle  the 
itiff  to  equitable  relief,  and  therefore  the  demurrer  was- 
erly  sustained. 
y  the  Court. — The  order  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 


E3,  Bespondent,  tb.  Chicago,  Milwaukicb  &  St.  Paui.. 
Railway  Compaht,  Appellant. 
Beplemier  H— October  5,  1909. 

-oaOt:  Infurv  to  ptusenger;  Vntafe  boffgage  room:  "Question  of 
engineering.-"  Duty  of  earrier:  Questions  for  jury:  Contribu- 
tor-g  negligence:  Evidence:  CrediMlltv:  Special  verdict:  Quet- 
Uone  not  aubmilted:  Waiver:  Decision  bv  court;  Appeai:  Re- 
versal: Frejudicial  error. 

'he  mle  that,  generaUy,  a  master  hai  tlie  right  to  construct  and 
maintain  his  property  and  appliances  in  his  own  way,  and  If 
there  Is  no  latent  or  hidden  danger  a  servant  assuoieB  the  risk 
of  Injury  from  the  obrlous  character  of  such  appliances,  has 
no  application  as  between  carrier  and  passenger. 

7he  expression  "a  question  of  engineering,"  meaning  a  question 
of  judgment  In  the  construction  of  a  building  or  appliance,  re- 
lates to  a  condition  of  fact  pertinent  In  cases  between  master 
and  servant,  and  not  to  any  rule  of  law  by  which  a  court  or 
Jury  ts  disabled  from  deciding  a  cause  merely  because  the  do- 
clslon  may  Involve  such  a  question. 

Lb  to  a  passenger  who  was  Injured  while  In  a  railway  baggage 
room  at  the  Invitation  of  the  baggage  master  for  the  purpose 
of  Identifying  her  baggage.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  railway  com- 
pany to  hare  such  room  reasonably  saf^ 
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4.  In  an  action  (or  Injuries  to  such  a  passenger,  who  accident 
stepped  between  the  edge  of  a  baggage  truck  and  tbe  edg 
a  pit  In  which  the  truck  stood  with  Its  platform  on  a  level  i 
the  floor,  the  question  whether  the  baggage  room,  with  t 
unguarded  pit  extending  nearly  across  It,  constmcted  to  fa 
tate  the  loading  and  unloading  of  baggage,  was  reasonably 
for  the  use  of  passengers  claiming  or  Identllylng  baggage  tb 
in,  Is  held  to  have  been  a  question  for  the  ]ury. , 

6.  The  conrt  properly  refused  In  such  action  to  submit  for  ape 
verdict  the  queation,  "Could  It  have  been  reaaonablr  an 
pated  that  the  accident  in  question  would  have  occurred  at 
time  and  place  In  question?"  Tbe  Inquiry  sbould  have  t 
Whether  defendant  could  rensonably  have  anticipated  that 
Injury  might  probably  result  to  a  passenger  by  reason  of 
construction  and  maintenance  of  this  baggage  room  uBe<i 

6.  PlalntlfTs  testimony  In  aucb  case  that  she  did  not  see  the  pi 

held  not  BO  manllestly  Impossible  and  untrue  as  to  warj 
holding  as  matter  of  law  that  she  was  guilty  of  contrlbui 
negligence. 

7.  It  requires  an  extraordinary  case  te  authorize  tbe  coart  to  t 

sworn  testimony  as  manifestly  Impossible  and  untrue. 

8.  The  Jury  having  found  by  special  verdict  that  the  baggage  n 

was  not  reasonably  safe,  that  this  was  the  proximate  cauei 
the  Injury,  and  that  there  was  no  contributory  negligence 
the  part  Of  the  platntllT,  whether  or  not  a  further  express  1 
Ing  that  defendant  was  negligent  was  necessary  to  fix  Its 
bitlty  Is  not  determined. 
8.  Under  sec.  2858m,  Stata.  (Laws  of  190T,  ch.  3481,  defendant,  1 
Ing  failed  to  request  that  the  question  of  Its  negligence  be  i 
mitted  to  the  Jury,  waived  the  right  t«  have  the  Jury  i 
thereon;  and,  there  being  evldenoe  to  support  a  finding  of  s 
negligence,  it  muat  be  presumed  that  Uis  court  In  rendei 
Judgment  for  plaintiff  determined  the  question  adversely  to 
fendant. 
10.  How  far  sec.  3072m,  SUU.  (Lawa  of  1909,  ch.  192),— provld 
among  other  things  that  no  Judgment  shall  be  reversed  un 
It  shall  appear  that  the  error  complained  of  has  aDected 
■nbatantlal  rights  of  tbe  party  seeking  reversal. — changes 
rules  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  this  court  long  before 
passage  of  that  act,  and  how  far.  If  at  all,  It  extends  tbe  i 
Tislona  of  sec.  2829,  Stats.  (1SB8),  not  determined. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ven 
coimty:  J.  J.  Fbijit,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 
For  the  appellant  tlie  cause  was  submitted  on  a  brief 
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F.  Graves  and  Ckas.  E.  Vroman  and  a  separate  brief  by 
F.  Gmves,  Tbej  cited,  among  other  ca^es,  Twitchell  v. 
r.  B.  Co.  39  Fed.  419;  Bandehow  ».  C,  B.  £  Q.  B.  Co. 
Wis.  341,  117  N.  W.  812;  Oroth  V.  Thommn,  110  Wi». 

86  N.  W.  1?8;  ffi«  V.  Fond  du  Lac,  56  Wie.  242,  14 
.V.  25;  Kelley  ».  C,  if.  iS  St.  P.  B.  Co.  63  Wi>.  74,  9 
V.  816 ;  Sherman  v.  Menominee  B.  L.  Co.  77  Wie.  14,  45 
y.  1079;  McOotvan  v.  C.  4i  N.  W.  B.  Co.  91  Wis.  147, 
I.  W.  891;  Bhci  ».  Uilwaukee  St.  B.  Co.  89  Wis.  871, 
f.  W.  1101;  JJoio!«y  n.  C,  If.  J  S(.  i".  B.  Co.  136  Wis. 

115  N.  W.  866;  Jones  v.  0.  i6  N.  W.  B.  Co.  49  Wis. 

5  N.  W.  864;  Bourda  v.  Jones,  110  Wis.  62,  86  N.  W. 
;  Peat  V.  0.,  if.  <e  St.  P.  B.  Co.  128  Wis.  86,  107  N.  W. 
;  O'Brien  n.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  £  0.  B.  Co.  102  Wis.  628,  78 
T.  1084;  Dowd  ».  C,  if.  c6  Si.  P.  B.  Co.  84  Wis.  105, 
ST.  W.  24;  Soyce  ».  Wilbur  L.  Co.  119  Wis.  642,  97 
N.  663;  6  Thomp.  Comm.  on  Neg.  §  7635;  Atkinson  v. 
Irieli  T.  Co.  60  Wis.  141,  18  N.  W.  764. 
3r  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
'.  0.  Mdhoney  and  /.  Henry  Bennett.  Among  other  au- 
ities,  they  cited  lU.  Cent.  B.  Co.  v.  Qriffin,  80  Ted.  278, 
!.  C.  A.  413;  Hujrfer  r.  Not.  D.  Co.  114  Wis.  279,  90 
7. 191 ;  Benaelt  v.  L.  S:  N.  B.  Co.  102  U.  S.  677 ;  Baroa- 
.  Schitlz,  112  Wis.  415,  88  N.  W.  236;  3  Thomp.  Comm. 
eg.  §§  2678,  2709,  2710;  Bremer  v.  PUiss,  121  Wis.  61, 
L  W.  945;  1  Thomp.  Comm.  on  Neg.  §  993;  Bomderob 
is.  Cent.  B.  Co.  133  Wis.  249,  113  S.  W.  738;  26  Am. 
ig.  Eney.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  512 ;  HaHwig  0.  C.  4i  N.  W. 
o.  49  Wis.  368,  5  If.  W.  865 ;  Bloor  V.  DiJafield,  69  Wis. 

34  N.  W.  115;  Oarshe  v.  Bidgemlle,  123  Wis.  503,  102 
V.  22;  Morey  v.  Lake  Superior  T.  &  T.  Co.  126  Wis. 

103  N.  W.  271 ;  Howard  v.  BeldenvilU  L.  Co.  129  Wis. 
;08  N.  W.  48. 

ULiir,  J.  Upon  a  special  verdict  finding  that  the  plaint- 
hen  injured  was  in  the  baggage  room  of  the  defendant 


338         SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.      [0( 
Bates  T.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  B.  Go.  140  Wis.  235. 

at  the  invitation  of  the  baggage  master,  and  that  this  haggs 
room  was  not  then  reasonably  eafe  for  the  use  of  pasaengi 
invited  thereto  to  identify  their  baggage,  and  that  this  coii< 
tiou  of  the  baggage  room  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaij 
iff's  injury,  and  that  there  was  no  want  of  ordinary  care 
plaintifpB  part  which  contributed  to  such  injury,  the  plaii 
iff  had  judgment  for  the  amount  of  damages  found  by  t 
jury. 

The  appellant  assigns  several  errors  which  fairly  raise  t 
question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  to  support  the  vi 
diet;  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  verdict  to  support  the  ju( 
ment;  and  complains  of  failure  to  submit  to  the  jury  a  qui 
tiou  proposed  by  defendant,  also  of  error  in  instructions 
the  jury.  The  facts  in  evidence  show  that  the  baggage  rot 
of  the  resptmdent  at  La  Croase  is  so  constructed  t^t  a  ( 
pression  or  pit  extends  from  the  double  doors  at  the  w< 
side  of  the  room  eastward  into  the  room  about  twenty-fo 
feet  and  nearly  across  the  room.  This  is  about  two  feet  ni 
inches  in  depth  and  slightly  wider  than  the  baggage  tru< 
and  it  is  used  for  running  the  baggage  truck  into  the  room 
that  the  platform  of  the  truck  will  be  practically  on  a  lei 
with  the  floor  of  the  room.  This  is  an  obvious  convenien 
in  loading  baggage  on  the  truck  and  transferring  the  load 
truck  from  the  baggage  room  to  the  platform  which  is  on  t 
lower  leveL  At  both  sides  and  at  the  end  of  this  pit  or  f 
pression  the  floor  of  the  baggage  room  is  available  for  ai 
used  for  the  deposit  of  baggage. 

The  plaintiff  was  a  passenger  on  defendant's  road,  a; 
went  into  the  baggage  room  at  the  suggestion  of  the  defen 
ant's  employees  to  identify  her  baggage  and  have  the  sai 
checked.  She  then  had  some  conversation  with  the  baggaj 
man,  and  left  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  a  rope  to  tie  i 
one  item  of  her  baggage  which  was  defectively  fastens 
She  then  returned  and  engaged  in  conversation  with  the  ht 
gage  master  while  one  of  the  assistants  of  the  latter  w 
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;  Up  the  baggage  with  this  rope  ■which  she  brought  with 
She  went  with  the  baggage  master  across  the  ba^age 
to  identify  her  lu^age.  .  Near  where  she  stood  there 
a  truck  in  the  pit  or  depression,  and  she  accidentally 
•ed  between  the  edge  of  the  truck  and  the  edge  of  the 
r  depression,  breaking  her  leg  and  sustaining  injuries. 
lad  not  noticed  nor  had  her  attention  been  called  to  the 
lepression,  or  truck  up  to  this  time.  The  testimony  on 
lart  bf  the  defendant  differed  materially  from  this,  but 
br^oing  is  the  version  of  the  occurrence  established  by 
'erdicL 

ion  this  state  of  facts  the  defendant  denies  the  right  of 
tlaintiff  to  recover  damages  because  the  construction  of 
taggage  room  was  "an  engineering  problem,"  and  con- 
I  that  its  construction  and  maintenance  was  no  breach 
ity  to  any  one ;  that  it  was  a  customary  and  usual  mode 
instructing  baggage  rooms  and  handling  ba^age  and 
laary  to  the  easy  and  convenient  operation  of  that  branch 
e  carrying  business ;  and  that  therefore  the  jury  was  not 
anted  in  finding  that  the  baggage  room  was  not  reason- 
safe.  To  maintain  this  contention  the  appellant  cites 
!  V.  Harris,  176  Pa.  St.  484,  35  Atl.  222 ;  TuUle  v.  D.. 
.  £  M.  B.  Co.  122  U.  S.  189,  7  Sup.  Ct  1166;  Chicago 
W.  B.  Co.  V.  ArmsiTong,  62  HI.  App.  228;  Si.  Louis 
3.  Co.  V.  Bums,  97  Ul.  App.  175 ;  Chicago  &  E.  I.  B. 
7.  Driscoll,  176  Ul.  330,  52  N.  E.  921 ;  THits  v.  Brad- 
B.  <e  E.  B.  Co.  136  Pa.  St.  618,  20  Atl.  517;  Bethle- 
I.  Co,  V.  Weiss,  100  Fed.  45,  40  C.  C.  A.  270,  and  other 
of  that  class.  These  cases  all  involved  questions  arisi- 
letween  master  and  servant 

merally  speaking,  and  without  reference  to  special  stat- 
or  exceptional  rules,  the  law  confers  upon  the  master 
•ight  to  construct  and  maintain  his  own  property  and 
ances  in  his  own  way  and  according  to  his  own  judg- 
,  and  so  long  as  there  is  no  latent  or  hidden  danger  in 
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such  coiistructioa  or  maintenance  the  servant  accepting  e 
ployment  from  the  master  does  so  subject  to  this  right  of  t 
master,  and  aasumes  the  risk  of  injury  from  the  open  and  < 
vious  character  of  Bucb  appliances.  Consequently  in  su 
cases,  where  the  defect  causing  the  injury  presents  a  mc 
question  of  this  kind,  courts  have  sometimes  designated 
as  a  mere  "question  of  engineering,"  meaning  a  question 
judgment  in  the  construction  of  the  appliance.  There  is 
l^al  rule  or  doctrine  by  force  of  which  a  court  or  jury  is  d 
abled  from  deciding  a  cause  merely  because  in  such  decisi 
there  may  be  involved  "a  question  of  engineering."  The  t 
pression  relates  to  a  condition  of  fact  pertinent  in  cases  I 
tween  master  and  servant  and  not  to  a  rule  of  law.  The  n 
above  stated  obtaining  between  master  and  servant  and  i 
lied  upcoL  by  appellant  has  no  application  between  carri 
and  passenger,  which  was  the  relation  of  the  parties  in  t 
instant  case.  As  to  the  respondent  it  was  the  duty  of  app 
lant  to  have  its  ba^age  room  reasonably  safe.  Inderma 
V.  Dames,  19  Eng.  EuL  Gas.  64 ;  III.  Cei%i.  B.  Co.  v.  Qriffi 
80  Fed.  278 ;  Banderoh  v.  TF«.  Cevi.  B.  Co.  133  Wis.  24 
113  N.  W.  IBS.  Whether  or  not  the  appellant  perform 
this  duty  may  be  a  question  of  law  or  a  question  fyi  fact,  a; 
the  inquiry  in  the  instant  case  is  whether  there  was  sufficie 
evidence  to  go  to  the  jury  on  this  point  It  is  the  duty  <^ 
carrier  to  provide  reasonably  safe  depot  buildings  in  whi 
frei^t  and  property  transported  over  its  road  might  be  i 
curely  stored ;  and  facts  showing  the  character  and  location 
the  depot  building,  the  materials  oat  of  which  it  was  bui 
and  it£  liability  to  take  fire  are  proper  to  be  laid  before  t 
jury  for  the  purpose  of  showing  liat  the  building  was  not  r* 
sonably  safe.  Whitney  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  B.  Co.  27  Wis.  3£ 
See,  also,  Conroy  v.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  d  0.  B.  Co.  96  Wis.  2^ 
250,  70  N.  W.  486.  While  it  is  the  duty  of  the  railroad  co: 
pany  to  have  its  depot  open  and  lighted  for  the  convenience 
passengers  {Dowd  v.  C,  M.  £  St.  P.  B.  Co.  84  Wis.  105,  , 
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*V.  24),  it  is  a  question  for  the  jury  whether  u 
stances  of  the  particular  case  the  railroad  o 
igent  in  failing  to  have  such  lights.  Patten  v. 
lo.  32  Wis.  524.  Whether  a  railroad  compan; 
cient  platform  to  Hiable  passengers  to  descc 
without  danger  Mas  said  to  be  a  question  foi 
imaiyr  v.  M.  &  P.  du  0.  R.  Co.  24  Wis.  578 
ag  was  made  in  McDermoli  v,  C.  &  N.  W.  B. 

52  N.  W.  85,  where  several  cases  are  cit 
derob  V.  Wis.  Cent.  R.  Co.  133  Wis.  249,  113 
tther  the  baggage  room  constructed  as  descril 
hlj  safe  for  the  use  of  passengers  claiming 
ba^age  therein  was  in  the  case  at  bar,  we  tl 
for  the  juiy,  notwithstanding  the  particular  < 
lered  it  unsafe  inhered  in  a  plan  of  the  room 
)ted  and  used  at  La  Crosse  and  elsewhere  b; 
Not  that  the  jury  may  at  its  will  conden 
luilding  as  not  reasonably  safe,  but  facts  i 
ces  may  be  laid  before  them  tending  to  sh 
iing  is  dangerous  for  the  tise  to  which  it  is 
ier,  and  it  is  for  the  court  to  say  whether  I 
any  such  tendency,  and  for  the  jury  to  p( 
^t  and  sufficiency.  No  doubt,  if  the  baggi 
tructed  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  trans: 

to  and  from  outgoing  and  incoming  trains  wi 
ribed,  there  would  be  no  evidence  of  its  insu 
purpose,  but  when  it  is  also  used  as  a  place 
to  enter  and  walk  about  in  for  the  purpose  of 
:age  at  all  hours  and  under  all  conceivable  e 
estion  of  baggage,  it  may  well  be  found  to  1 
tructed  aa  to  b^  dangerous  to  those  passengi 
The  finding  of  the  jury  covers  both  const 
itenance,  and  the  maintenance  of  this  ungu 
in  a  baggage  room  used  for  such  purposes 
1  the  evidence  before  the  jury,  bo  found  t» 
Vol- 140— 16 
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failure  to  maintain  the  baggage  room  in  a  reasonably  safe  i 
dition.  It  is  not  necessary  to  this  to  say  that  a  barrier  or  i 
ing  around  Uie  pit  or  opening  would  destroy  or  impair  its 
oiency  for  the  purpose  of  loading  or  unloading  and  remo^ 
ba^age.  For  sudi  purposes  the  ba^age  room  -was  rea 
ably  saf&  It  is  only  when  the  additional  use  by  passenj 
for  the  purpose  of  identification  is  added  that  the  Toom. 
be  said  not  to  have  been  reasonably  safe  for  such  addtti< 
use.  Criticisms  upon  the  instructions  to  the  jury  beet 
such  instructions  permit  the  jury  to  consider  whether  or 
the  appellant  was  n^ligent  in  constructing  and  maintair 
the  pit  in  question  are  disposed  of  by  these  consideration; 

The  appellant  requested  the  court  to  submit  to  the  j 
the  following  question  as  part  of  the  special  verdict :  "Cc 
it  have  been  reasonably  anticipated  that  the  accident  in  q 
tion  would  have  occurred  at  the  time  and  place  in  questio 
The  court  properly  refused  to  submit  this  question.  Ita 
gation  would  have  determined  nothing.  The  mere  fact  l 
the  appellant  could  not  have  reasonably  anticipated  the  : 
cifio  accident  at  the  particular  time  and  place  is  not  sigi 
cant.  The  inquiry  should  have  been  whether  the  appel 
could  have  reasonably  anticipated  that  an  injury  might  p 
ably  result  to  a  passenger  by  reason  of  the  construction 
maintenance  of  this  baggage  room  used  as  it  was.  Cooh 
V.  Hallauer,  126  Wis.  244,  105  N.  W.  568.  It  is  not  nc 
sary  to  decide  whether  this  refusal  would  have  been  erro 
the  question  was  properly  drawn. 

On  the  question  of  contributory  negligence  it  ia 
tended  that  the  respondent  must  have  seen  and  ought  tb 
fore  to  have  avoided  this  pit  or  depression,  and  that  her 
timony  to  the  effect  that  she  did  not  see  it  is  manifestly 
possible  and  untrue.  It  requires  an  eictraordinary  ' 
to  authorize  the  court  to  so  dispose  of  sworn  testim< 
Wliether  the  respondent  saw  the  pit  or  not  would  depone 
the  amount  and  location  of  the  baggage  in  the  room,  whe 
there  was  or  was  not  a  truck  in  the  pit,  how  she  reached 
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;age,  what  were  her  habits  and  opportunities  of 
in  many  particulars,  and  we  eannot  say  that 
)ny  on  this  point  is  impossible.  Its  weight  an 
y  were  for  the  jury.  The  burden  of  proof  u 
it  waa  upon  the  appellant 
he  jury  found  by  special  yerdict  that  the  ha^a 
not  reasonably  safe  for  the  use  of  passengera  v 
ted  therein  for  the  purpose  of  identifying  anc 
jage  checked,  and  that  this  was  the  proximate 
ondent'a  injury,  and  that  there  was  no  contribul 
ice  on  the  part  of  the  respondent,  but  did  not  e 
defendant  negligent  or  find  defendant  negligent 
L  may  be  implied  from  the  above  findings.  The  a 
not  request  that  this  question  of  defendant's  negli 
nitted  to  the  jury.  It  is  not  necessary  in  this  cas 
■t  to  determine  whether  or  not  an  express  finding 
»  was  necessary  in  addition  to  the  facta  abore  fou 
to  fix  the  liability  of  the  appellant,  because,  if  ai 
was  necessary  to  uphold  a  recovery,  it  must  he  p 
.  the  appellant,  by  its  failure  to  request  its  subm 
jury,  waived  appellant's  right  to  the  determinatio 
ition  by  the  jury,  and  also  that  that  question  w 
ed  adversely  to  the  appellant  by  the  judgment 
n,  because  as  we  have  seen,  theve  is  evidence  to 
1  a  finding.  Ch.  346,  Laws  of  1907,  being  sec. 
A,  dianges  the  rule  whidi  formerly  prevailed,  i 
■  incumbent  upon  attorneys  to  present  to  the  tr 
ly  and  openly  requests  for  the  submission  of  que 
;  in  a  special  verdict  If  by  inadvertence  or  fini 
to  do  so,  being  present  and  having  opportunity,  th 
vaive  the  right  to  have  the  jury  pass  upon,  that  p 
1  of  fact,  and  the  court  rendering  its  judgment  i 
hem  (if  the  court  does  so  render  judgment)  ne 
'Ives  that  fact  against  them. 

Respondent's  counsel  cites  ch.  192,  Laws  of  IS 
2m,  Stats.),  to  us  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
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judgment  in  his  favor  should  not  be  reversed  or  set  aside 
oept  as  therein  provided.    The  statute  is  as  follows : 

"No  ]udgniont  shall  he  reversed  or  set  aside  or  new  t 
granted  in  any  action  or  procf  ?diiig,  civil  or  criminal,  on 
ground  of  misdirection  of  the  jury,  or  the  improper  adi 
sion  of  evidence,  or  for  error  as  to  any  matter  of  pleading 
procedure,  unless  in  the  opinion  of  the  court  to  which 
application  is  made,  after  an  examination  of  the  entire 
tion  or  proceeding,  it  shall  appear  that  the  error  complai 
of  haa  affected  the  substantial  rights  of  the  party  seeking 
reverse  or  set  aside  the  judgment,  or  to  secure  the  new  tri; 

It  is  not  quite  clear  what  change  this  act  makes  in  the  n 
adopted  and  acted  upon  by  this  court  long  prior  to  the  ] 
sage  of  the  act.  See  Franhe  v.  Mann,  106  Wis.  118, 
N.  W.  1014,  and  Mauch  v.  Hartford,  112  Wis.  40,  87  N. 
816. 

The  cases  applying  and  announcing  those  rules  are 
numerous  to  be  cited.  Eighty  instances  of  this  kind  will 
foimd  cited  and  referred  to  under  the  title  "Appeals  and 
rors,"  subtitle  SI,  "Harmless  and  Immaterial  Error,"  < 
mulative  Index  Digest  for  September,  1908,  which  mei 
covers  the  work  of  this  court  from  122  Wis.  to  133  Wis.  i 
115  N.  W.  Hep.,  inclusive.  WTiether  this  act  of  1! 
changes  the  rule  stated  in  Dresser  v.  Lemma,  122  Wis.  3 
100  N.  W.  844,  to  the  effect  that,  if  error  is  committed,  p: 
udice  is  presumed  to  flow  therefrom,  and  whether  that  i 
BO  stated  is  consistent  with  France  v.  Mann,  106  Wis.  1 
81  N.  W.  1014,  which  declares  that  not  only  error  but  prt 
dicial  error  must  be  made  to  appear  affirmatively,  or  c 
sistent  with  other  decisions  of  this  court,  and  bow  far,  iJ 
all,  the  act  of  1909  extends  the  existing  provisions  of  i 
2829,  Stats.  (1898),  has  not  been  discussed  by  coimsel,  i 
we  reserve  the  decision  of  these  questions  for  some  case 
which  they  are  necessarily  involved  and  thoroughly  i 
sentcd. 

By  the  Court. — The  indgment  of  the  circuit  court  is 
firmed. 
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IB  SouTHEas  WiscoHsiH  PowEK  Compakt:  Appeal  of 
Black  Hawk  Land  Compakt. 

September  li— October  S.  1909, 

HUitionaJ  Uno:  Stalutet:  Private  and  local  act»:  BuSMenev  Of 
title:  Location  of  dam  autAoHzed  to  be  built:  Oranting  corpo- 
rate powers:  Special  act:  Franchiaea  not  corporate:  Aiaigr^- 
vtent  to  corporation:  Btattite  conttrued:  Fwpoaet  for  wMch 
corporatiang  may  be  formed:  Dama  on  navigahJe  rivera:  Leg- 
ialative  grant;  Who  may  question;  Public  purpoaet;  Eminent  ' 
domain:  Circuit  judges:  Holding  court  for  one  another:  Ordera 
at  chamber », 

"he  title  of  a  private  or  local  act  should  b«  llberallr  construed, 
end  the  act  should  not  be  declared  void  under  sec  18,  art.  IT, 
Const,  merely  because  such  title  does  not  express  the  aubject 
as  rnlly  or  as  unequivocally  as  possible. 

L  private  or  local  act  should  not  be  held  tnvaltd  because  of  In- 
sumcieacy  o(  its  title  unless,  giving  such  title  the  largest  scope 
which  reason  will  permit,  something  Is  found  In  the  body  of 
the  act  which  Is  neither  within  the  literal  meaning;  nor  the 
spirit  of  the  title  nor  germane  thereto. 

'be  title  to  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  Is  "An  act  to  authorize  (cer- 
tain persons  named]  to  build  and  maintain  a  dam  across  end 
to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  WlBconain  river,"  etc.,  the 
particular  place  where  the  dam  Is  to  be  built  not  being  speci- 
fied. -Held  that,  assuming  tbe  act  to  be  local  rather  then  pri- 
vate, the  subject  of  the  act  Is  Buniclently  localized  In  Its  title 
to  meet  the  rerjulrements  of  sec.  18,  art.  IV,  Const.  Durkee  v. 
Janesville,  26  Wis.  697;  Anderton  v,  Milwaukee,  82  Wla  279; 
and  MilwauJeee  Oo.  v.  laenring,  109  Wla,  9,  dlBtlnguUhed. 
.  franchise  granted  by  the  legislature  to  construct  and  main- 
tain a  dam  across  a  river  is  not  a  corporate  power  or  privi- 
lege within  the  meaning  of  sec.  31,  art.  IV,  Const,  prohibiting 
the  legislature  from  enacting  any  special  or  private  law  grant- 
ing corporate  powers  or  privileges  except  to  cities.  Especially 
Is  this  BO  where  tbe  act  granting  such  a  franchise  (In  this 
case  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901}  specifically  provides  that  no  corpc^ 
rate  powers  are  granted  or  Intended  to  be  granted  by  it 
L  franchise,  such  as  the  right  to  build  a  dam  across  a  river, 
which  Is  not  a  corporate  franchise  may  be  conferred  by  a  special 
or  private  law  upon  a  corporation  already  existing.     Blevena 
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Point  B.  Co.  V.  Reillv,  44  WIb.  2S5,  bo  far  as  It  holda  to  the  ' 
trary,  overruled. 

6.  The  franchise  to  build  a  dam  across  the  Wlaconsln  river  grai 

by  cb.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  being  eipreaaly  made  asslRnabl 
corporation  organized  for  tbe  purpose  under  ch.  SG,  St 
(1S9S),  bad  the  right,  under  sec  177Ea,  to  take  an  asBlgnn 
of  Buch  franchise. 

7.  tinder  sec   ITVGo,   Stata.    (1898),  the  acquirement  and  ust 

such  a  franchise  is  a  lawful  buslnesB  or  purpose,  for  wb 
under  sec.  1771,  a  corporation  may  be  organized. 

8.  Tbe  provision  in  sec  4,  ch.  462,  Laws  of  ISOl,  that  no  corpo 

powers  are  granted  or  intended  to  be  granted  by  that  act,  i 
not  prohibit  a  corporation  otherwise  created  from  acqul 
and  ezerclelng  the  rights  and  franchises  granted  by  said  a( 

9.  A  statute  authorizing  individuals  "to  build  and  maintain  a  i 

across  and  to  Improve  the  navigation  of  the  WisconalD  r 
above  the  same  and  tor  the  purpose  of  creating  hydra 
power"  Is  not  in  violation  of  sec.  1,  art  IX,  Const,  (provli 
that  the  navigable  waters  leading  Into  tbe  HIsslaaippi  "b 
be  common  hlghwaya  and  forever  free,"  etc.),  and  In  the 
sence  of  legislation  on  the  subject  by  Congresa  is  within 
plenary  power  of  the  legislature. 

10.  When  the  leglalature  has  granted  such  authority,  and  the  s 

does  not  question  that  tbe  Improvement  made  Is  In  confon 
with  the  power  delegated,  neither  the  neceaalty  nor  the 
fulness  of  the  Improvement,  nor  the  manner  In  which  1 
made,  can  be  called  in  question  by  private  parties,  even  tl 
whose  land  la  sought  to  be  condemned  la  aid  of  tbe  impi 
ment. 

11.  Whether  the  particular  use  for  which  property  la  aought  t 

taken  by  right  of  eminent  domain  ia  public  or  private  Is  a  <] 
tion  the  ultimate  decision  of  which  rests  with  the  courts; 
this  does  not  preclude  the  courts  from  according  proper  di 
ence  to  legislative  declaratlone  as  to  what  constitutes  a  pi 
purpose. 

12.  Where  the  legislature  authorizes  the  building  of  a  dam  ac 

a  river  to  improve  the  navigation  thereof  and  alao  tor  the 
pQse  of  creating  hydraulic  power,  either  of  auch  purpose 
a  public  one,  bo  that  the  power  of  eminent  domain  ma; 
legally  conferred  upon  tbe  ownera  of  the  franchise. 

13.  The  provision  In  sec.  11,  art  VII,  Const,  that  "the  Judges  ol 

circuit  court  may  hold  courts  for  each  other,"  should  be  I: 
allf  construed,  the  authority  so  conferred  being  intende 
Include  generally  the  Judicial  business  which  a  circuit  ]i 
to  authorized  by  law  to  transact.    One  circuit  Judge  may,  tl 
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fore,  In  a  proper  case  make  orders  at  chambers  In  another  cir- 
cuit 

Iven  If  the  proTlslon  above  quoted  ezpresslr  authorizes  a  cir- 
cuit Judge  to  hold  court  only  at  a  regular  term  outside  of  his 
drcutt.  It  does  not  preclude  the  legislature  from  conferrl&s 
larger  powers,  am  haa  been  done  In  sac  2432,  Stats.  (ISSS). 

ppEAL  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Juneau 
ity:  James  O'Neill,  Judge.  Affirmed, 
bis  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for 
3au  county  denying  the  motion  of  the  Black  Hawk  Land 
pany  to  vacate  and  set  aside  an  order  appointing  com- 
ioners  of  appraisal  in  condemnation  proceedings, 
b.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  was  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize 
iam  Guntber,  A.  D.  Johnson  and  A.  B.  Whitman,  their 
each  of  their  heirs,  executors,  administrators  and  assigns 
iiild  and  maintain  a  dam  across  and  to  improve  the  navi- 
m  of  the  Wieconain  river  above  the  same,  and  for  the 
K»e  of  creating  hydraulic  power."  Sec.  1  of  the  act  pro- 
d  for  the  location  of  the  dam  and  its  height.  Sec.  2  pro- 
d  that  in  case  it  should  he  necessary  to  take,  flow,  or 
re  any  lands  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  the  dam 
orized  or  for  the  purpose  of  improvement,  the  grantees 
ed  in  the  franchise  should  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions, 
idies,  and  liabilities  contained  in  cb.  146,  Stats.  (1898), 
Jed  "Of  Hills  and  Milldams."  Sec,  3  of  the  act  pro- 
d  that  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the  necessary  lands 
flowage  purposes,  said  parties,  their  heirs  and  assigns, 
it  enjoy  the  rights  granted  to  and  conferred  upon  cor- 
tions  by  sees.  1850  tA  1857,  inclusive,  of  the  Statutes  of 
J  and  of  amendments  thereto.  Sec.  4  of  the  act  pro- 
i  that  no  corporate  powers  were  granted  or  intended  to 
ranted  by  it,  and  that  the  same  should  not  be  construed 
eemed  to  grant  corporate  powers. 

he  Souihem  Wisconsin  Power  Company,  the  petitioner 
in,  is  a  corporation  organized  under  the  provisions  of 
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ch.  86,  Stats.  (1898).  The  rights  and  franchises  confei 
bj  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  were  in  form  assigned  to  said 
poration  after  its  organization  and  before  it  attemptet 
institute  condenmation  proceedings.  In  its  application 
the  appointment  of  coramidsioners  to  appraise  land  for  £ 
age  purposes  it  set  forth  the  fact  of  its  incorporation  an( 
the  assignment  of  the  aforesaid  franchise,  and  also  avei 
that  it  was  proceeding  with  the  construction  of  the  dam 
thorized  by  the  act  in  question,  and  that  it  was  necessar; 
overflow  certain  described  lands  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
jects  and  purposes  of  such  act,  and  that  it  was  unahli 
agree  with  certain  landowners  for  the  purchase,  lease,  or 
of  such  lands  or  for  such  easement  therein  as  was  nccess: 
or  upon  the  amount  of  compensation  that  should  be  paid 
the  taking  of  such  property. 

The  Black  Hawk  Land  Company  is  the  owner  of  cer 
lands  sought  to  be  condemned  by  the  petitioner,  and  ii 
posed  an  answer  to  such  petition  setting  forth  its  reasons  ' 
its  lands  should  not  be  appropriated  by  the  petitioner, 
moved  for  an  order  vacating  the  order  appointing  conu 
sioners  in  the  condemnation  proceeding*  The  court  refi 
to  set  aside  such  order,  and  from  the  order  denying  the 
tion  to  vacate  this  appeal  is  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Cary,  Uphan 
Slack,  and  oral  argument  by  Alfred  L.  Cary. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  Jc  Si 
hring,  and  oral  argument  by  B.  W.  Jones. 

Babites,  J.  The  appellant  contends  (1)  that  ch.  A 
Laws  of  1901,  violates  sec.  18,  art.  IV,  of  the  constitui 
of  Wisconsin  because  the  subject  of  the  act  is  not  exprei 
in  the  title ;  (2)  that  the  act  of  1901  violates  sec  31,  art. 
of  our  constitution  in  that  it  grants  corporate  powers 
privileges;  (3)  that  the  rights  conferred  by  the  act  in  q 
tion  could  not  lawfully  be  assigned  to  or  be  exercised  I 
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■poration  because  of  the  restriction  contained  in  its  fourth 
ition ;  (4)  that  the  act  is  a  violation  of  sec.  1,  art.  IX,  of 
>  Wisconsin  constitution;  (5)  that  the  dam  in  question, 
ile  pnrportiDg  to  he  in  aid  of  navigation,  is  in  reality  de- 
uctive  of  it,  and  constitutes  an  unlawful  structure  in  a 
ngable  stream;  (6)  that  the  respondent  is  seeking  to  con- 
nn  lands  for  a  private  purpose;  (7)  that  the  order  ap- 
uting  commissioners  was  made  by  a  judge  who  had  no 
ht  or  jurisdiction  to  make  the  same. 

L.  The  title  to  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  authorizes  certain 
'sons  therein  named  to  build  a  dam  across  the  Wisconsin 
er,  without  specifying  the  particular  place  where  the  dam 
»  be  built  It  is  urged  that  the  act  is  local,  and  that  the 
e  to  8uch  an  act  is  defective  and  insufficient  imless  it  re- 
B  to  the  specific  place  over  which  the  law  is  to  operate,  and 
t  such  place  is  not  sufficiently  localized  in  the  act  in  quea- 
1  to  meet  the  requirements  of  sec  18,  art,  IV,  of  our  con- 
ution.  In  support  of  such  contention  the  following  cases 
this  court  are  cited.  Durkee  v,  Janesville,  26  Wis.  697; 
derton  v.  Milwaukee,  82  Wis.  279,  52  N.  W.  95 ;  and  Mil- 
Jeee  Go.  v.  Isenring,  109  Wis.  9,  85  N  W.  131. 
ji  Durkee  v.  Janesville  and  in  Milwaukee  Co.  v.  Isenring 
object  sought  to  be  accomplished  by  the  constitutional  pro- 
ton under  consideration  is  pointed  out.  In  the  latter  case 
a  said  that  the  framers  of  the  constitution 

tended  to  guard  against  the  danger  of  lefrislatlon,  affect- 
private  or  local  interests,  being  smuggled  through  the 
slature  under  misleading  titles,  by  requiring  every  bill 
cting  such  interests  to  be  under  a  title  likely  to  call  ab- 
l;ion  of  the  lawmakers  to  its  character,  and  likewise  the 
intion  of  the  people  affected,  to  the  end  that  every  mem- 
of  the  legislature  may  intelligently  participate  in  consid- 
ig  such  biE  and  all  objections  thereto  may  be  presented," 

Substantially  the  same  idea  is  expressed  in  Durkee  v. 
esville.     In  the  latter  case  it  is  also  said :  "The  subject  of 
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local  act  caoBot  be  expressed  in  the  Utle  without  a  referen 

the  place  orer  wliich  it  is  to  operate  being  made  therein 
bis  lan^age  is  impliedly  approved  in  the  Isenring  Ca 
id  in  at  least  one  other  case  to  whic^  reference  will  be  hei 
ter  made.  The  titles  to  the  acts  before  the  court  in  i 
TO  cases  under  consideration,  and  which  were  condemne 
ade  no  attempt  at  localization.  A  reading  of  such  titi 
ould  convey  the  belief  that  the  acts  were  general,  applyii 

the  entire  state.  There  was  absolutely  nothing  in  them 
en  surest  that  the  proposed  laws  should  have  any  i 
rioted  or  local  application.  Yet  the  purpose  of  the  act  i 
>lvBd  in  the  Janesmlle  Case  was  to  legalize  certain  acts 
:e  common  council  of  that  city,  and  the  acts  construed  in  t 
tenring  Case  related  only  to  the  fees  of  ite  sheriff  of  M 
aukee  county. 

In  Anderton  v,  Milwaukee,  supra,  the  act  involved  w 
»ld  void  as  being  in  violation  of  sec.  1  of  the  XlVth  amet 
ent  to  the  federal  constitution.  The  court  also  said  1i 
le  act  was  local  and  related  to  a  subject  not  expressed  in 
tie,  and  hence  violated  sec  18,  art.  IV,  of  the  constituti 
:  Wisconsin.  On  what  ground  this  part  of  the  decision  v 
laced  is  not  apparent  The  act  was  entitled  "An  act  to  t 
lorize  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  change  the  grade  of  atreeti 
Dh.  254,  Laws  of  1891.]     The  body  of  die  act  referred 

certain  limited  district  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and  i 
pliant  contends  that  it  was  held  void  because  the  particu] 
istrict  affected  was  not  set  fortli  in  the  title.  If  such  ^ 
le  view  of  the  court,  this  case  goes  to  a  greater  extreme  th 
ay  other  that  has  been  called  to  our  attention  in  requiri 
le  title  to  a  local  act  to  designate  the  exact  locality  to  be  ; 
jcted,  and  comes  nearest  to  being  authority  in  point  upon  1 
reposition  to  which  it  is  cited.  An  examination  of  the  brii 
led  in  that  case  shows  that  the  principal  ground  of  atti 
pon  the  law,  as  being  a  violation  of  sec.  18,  art  IV,  Com 
aa  not  because  the  title  was  not  sufficiently  localized. 
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9  urged  that,  while  the  act  purported  to  authorize  the  city 
change  the  grade  of  its  streets,  it  in  fact  conferred  no 
ver  in  this  behalf  that  the  city  did  not  already  posaesB ; 
t  under  the  existing  laws  owners  of  property  abutting  on 
sets  were  entitled  to  damages  sustained  by  reason  of  a 
inge  in  grade,  and  that  the  act  in  question  attempted  to 
•eal  such  laws  as  to  about  one  fortieth  of  the  street  front- 
I  in  the  city,  leaving  them  in  full  force  as  to  the  remainder, 
1  that  the  title  to  the  act  was  misleading,  -in  that  the  body 
reof  sou^t  to  accomplish  another  and  an  entirely  different 
■pose  from  that  expressed  in  the  title.  We  think  the  mis- 
tement  of  the  purpose  of  the  law  hi  its  title  constituted  the 
ctantial  objections  to  its  validity  under  sec.  IS,  art.  IV, 
the  constitution.  But,  assuming  that  the  court  decided 
t  the  title  did  not  sufficiently  localize  the  act,  there  is  an 
X)rtant  distinction  between  the  Anderton  Case  and  the  one 
are  presently  considering.  A  reading  of  the  title  to  the 
there  involved  would  lead  the  reader  to  believe  that  what- 
r  was  its  purpose  it  affected  the  entire  city  of  Milwaukee 
I  not  a  very  small  fraction  of  it.  A  resident  of  the  city 
ding  auch  title  would  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
ility  in  which  ho  owned  property  waa  affected  to  any 
ater  extent  than  any  other  locality  in  the  city.  On  the 
er  hand,  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  authorized  the  building  of 
a  single  dam.  The  title  to  the  act  informs  every  one  that 
act  authorizes  the  building  of  but  one  dam  and  that  such 
1  is  to  be  located  on  the  Wisconsin  river.  It  misleads  no 
,  although  it  is  not  as  definite  as  to  location  as  it  might  be 
le. 

Ln  act  of  the  l^slature  should  not  be  adjudged  invalid 
;pt  upon  clear  and  unmistakable  grounds,  and  the  title  of 
rivate  or  local  act  should  be  liberally  construed,  and  the 
should  not  be  declared  void  merely  because  such  title  does 
express  the  subject  as  fully  or  as  unequivocally  as  pos- 
e.     Mills  V.  Charleton,  29  Wis.  400.     The  title  to  an  act 
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must  be  liberally  construed,  giving  all  reasonable  leeway 
the  exercise  of  legislative  discretion.  It  should  not  be  h 
InsuiGcient  if  a  reasonable  doubt  exists  as  to  its  sufficiet 
It  is  only  where  the  title  is  so  insufficient  and  so  defective 
not  to  reasonably  surest  the  purpose  of  the  act  it  covi 
and  where  a  reading  of  the  act  will  disclose  provisions  t 
are  clearly  outside  of  its  title,  that  it  will  be  held  inva 
Milwaukee  Co.  v.  Isenrin^,  109  Wis.  9,  24,  85  N.  W.  1 
The  title  to  a.  legislative  act  must  not  only  be  liberally  c 
stnied,  but  the  act  should  not  bo  condemned  as  insuffici 
because  of  the  title,  unless,  giving  such  title  the  largest  so 
which  reason  will  permit,  something  is  fotmd  in  the  body 
the  act  which  is  neither  within  the  literal  meaning  nor 
spirit  of  the  ^tle  nor  germane  thereto. 

"Courts  cannot  sit  in  judgment  upon  the  work  of  the  Icj 
lature  and  decide  one  of  its  acts  unconstitutional,  merely 
cause  the  title  thereof  is  not  as  comprehensive  as  it  mi 
have  been  made.  Within  all  reasonable  boundaries,  le] 
lative  discretion  in  that  field  cannot  be  rightfully  interfe 
with."  Diana  8.  Club  v.  Lamoreux,  114  Wis.  44,  48, 
N.  W.  880,  882. 

In  this  case  the  following  language  of  the  New  York  co 
of  appeals  in  People  ex  rel.  Comm'ra  v.  Banks,  67  N.  Y.  5 
572,  is  cited  with  approval: 

'The  constitution  does  not  require  the  tide  of  a  priv 
or  local  bill  to  disclose  or  shadow  forth  the  character  of 
proposed  legislation,  its  full  scope  and  purpose,  and  to  m 
known  the  several  interests  which  may  be  directly  or  ir 
rectly  affected  by  it  so  as  to  attract  attention  and  give  noi 
of  all  that  is  to  be  accomplished  by  the  proposed  act  '] 
constitution  requires  the  subject  of  the  act  to  be  expressed 
the  title,  but  leaves  the  mode  of  expressing  it  wholly  to 
discretion  of  the  legislature.' 

Passing  from  these  general  statements,  indicating  the 
tihide  with  which  courts  approach  such  a  question  as  we  h 
before  us,  to  specific  instances  where  the  sufficiency  of 
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3S  to  private  and  local  lavs  was  passed  upoo,  we  find  that 

decisions  in  specific  casea  are,  with  great  unanimity,  ia 
ire  harmony  with  the  general  rules  adverted  to. 
Hi.  299,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1855,  was  entitled  "An  act  to 
)rporate  the   Sugar  Eiver  Valley   Railroad   Company." 

ch.  38,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1858,  it  was  provided  that  the 
'ileges  granted  by  the  act  should  cease  at  the  expiration 
iight  years  from  the  passage  of  the  act,  unless  the  com- 
y  should  have  constructed  ten  miles  of  its  road.  Ch.  273, 
St  L.  Laws  of  1870,  was  entitled  "An  act  to  revive  and 
!nd  the  act  to  incorporate  the  Sugar  River  Valley  Rail- 
1,  approved  Harch  29,  1855,  and  to  authorize  certain 
ns  therein  named  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  said  rail- 
L"     It  will  be  observed  that  the  towns  to  which  the  law 

to  apply  were  not  named  in  the  title  to  the  act,  but  it  was 
1  that  the  title  sufiiciently  localized  the  act,  and  that  it 

not  subject  to  the  objection  that  was  held  fatal  in  Durkee 
anesvilh.  26  "Wis.  697.  Phillips  v.  Albany,  28  Wis.  840. 
h.  25,  Laws  of  1870,  was  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize 
ain  counties,  towns,  cities  and  villages  to  aid  the  Hilwau- 
&  Northern  Railway  Company."     It  was  contended  that 

act  was  void  because  the  subject  thereof  was  not  suffi- 
tly  expressed  in  the  title.  The  municipalities  affected 
he  act  were  not  named  in  the  title,  and  could  be  ascer- 
ed  only  by  a  reference  to  the  body  of  the  act.     The  court 

:  "We  do  not  think  the  provision  in  the  constitution  re- 
es  any  such  particularity  in  the  title,  and  it  would  cer- 
ly  be  very  inconvenient  to  observe  it  in  practical  legis- 
.n."  Lawson  v.  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.  30  Wis.  597,  600. 
h.  398,  P.  k  L.  Laws  of  ISCS,  was  entitled  "An  act  to 
ad  ch.  170  of  the  Private  Laws  of  1857,  entided  'An  act 
icorporat«  the  Yellow  River  Improvement  Company,'  ap- 
ed March  2,  1857."  This  act  authorized  the  improve- 
t  of  a  navigable  stream  and  the  building  of  dams  thereon. 

court  in  construing  it  said  that  it  "must,  under  the 
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decisiona  of  this  court,  be  lield  to  be  a  local  act,  witbin 
meaning  of  the  coiiBt!tutioaal  provision  above  referred 
Sec  18,  art  lY,  Const.  Counsel  for  appellant  cite  this 
cision  in  support  of  the  proposition  that  ch.  462,  Law 
1901,  is  a  local  act.  Nothing  is  said  in  the  title  to  indi 
that  the  act  confers  power  to  construct  dams  at  anj  pan 
lar  point  on  the  Yellow  river,  nor  in  fact  to  construct 
dams  at  all,  except  aa  such  power  might  be  inferred  from 
fact  that  a  corporation  is  created,  and  jet  the  title  to  the 
was  held  to  embrace  the  subjects  embodied  in  it,  among  t 
the  power  to  erect  dams.  Yellow  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  An 
46  Wis.  214,  49  N.  W.  971.  The  court,  while  holding 
dct  local,  said : 

"The  real  question  of  any  difficulty  in  this  case  is  the 
discussed  in  Mills  v.  Charleion,  supra  [29  Wis.  400]  ; 
that  is  whether  the  title  of  the  act  is  so  specific  and  restri 
that  it  cannot  be  said  to  indicate  any  intention  to  confer  i 
rights  upon  the  corporation,  and  therefore  the  subject  is 
expressed  therein." 

Ch.  454,  P.  &  L.  laws  of  1867,  was  entitled  "An  a< 
incorporate  the  Mechanics'  Union  Manufacturing  C 
pany."  Said  corporation  was  empowered,  among  o 
things, 

"to  construct  and  maintain  aH  such  dam  or  dams,  cans 
canals,  waterways,  reservoirs,  flumes  and  races  as  mai 
necessary  in  the  business  operations  of  said  company, 
may  lease  or  sell  any  surplus  water  or  water  power  ere 
by  their  said  dam  or  dams ;  provided  that  said  company  e 
have  no  authority  to  build  or  erect  the  dam  or  dams  he' 
authorized  except  across  Rock  river,  at  or  near  Horicon 
the  county  of  Dodge." 

Still  another  provision  of  the  act  authorized  the  corpora 
"to  keep  and  maintain  the  dam  across  Rock  river  now  ere 
in  the  village  of  Horicon,  in  the  county  of  Dodge,  in  cas« 
person  or  persons,  body  corporate  or  politic  owning  said 
shall  convey  their  right,  title  and  interest  in  and  to  the  hi 
and  the  parcels  of  lands  on  which  it  abuts,  to  the  com| 
hereby  created." 
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liis  act  was  before  this  court  and  its  constitutionalitv  was 
xdted  on  the  ground  that  it  violated  sec.  18,  art.  IV,  of 

constitutioQ,  and  it  was  upheld  in  an  elaborate  opinion, 
trbich  the  autboVities  on  this  subject  in  this  and  other 
rts  are  reviewed.     Diana  S.  Club  v.  Lamoreiix,  114  Wis. 

89  N.  W.  880,  It  is  true,  it  is  said  in  the  opinion  in 
t  case  that  the  act  is  private  rather  than  local.  This  por- 
i  of  the  decision  either  overlooked  or  overruled  the  first 
ted  portion  of  YeUow  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Arnold,  supra, 
ise  two  acts  legitimately  fall  under  the  same  classification. 
)ne  ia  private  the  other  is,  and  if  one  is  local  the  other  is, 
h  were  acts  creating  corporations.  Both  authorized  the 
jtmction  of  dams.  The  Yellow  river,  being  capable  of 
ting  It^,  was  navigable  in  fact  under  a  long  line  of  de- 
ons.  Whisler  v.  Wilkinson,  22  Wis.  572 ;  Sellers  v. 
Ion  L.  Co.  39  Wis.  625;  Olson  v.  Merrill,  42  Wis.  203; 
C.  Conn  Co.  V.  Little  Suamico  L.  Mfg.  Co.  74  Wis.  652, 
N".  W.  6eO;Fdll3Mfg.  Co.  v.  Oconto  R.  Imp.  Co.  87  Wis. 
:,  68  N.  W.  257;  WiUow  River  Club  v.  Wade,  100  Wis. 

76  N.  W.  273.  The  Kock  river  at  Horicon  was  also  a 
igable  stream.  Sec.  1607,  Stats.  (1898) ;  In  re  Horicon 
Disi.  136  Wis.  227,  232,  116  N".  W.  12.  We  fail  to  dis- 
91  any  substantial  ground  for  holding  one  of  these  acts 
d  and  the  other  private  and  not  local,  and  we  think  these 
'  acts  and  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  fall  within  the  same 
•gory  in  this  regard.  If  one  is  local  then  the  others  are, 
1  if  one  is  private  the  same  is  true  of  the  others ;  and  it  is 
lificant  that  the  titles  involved  in  the  cases  of  the  Yellow 
'er  Imp.  Co.  v.  Arnold  and  Diana  S.  Cluh  v.  Lamoreux 

much  more  general  in  their  scope  and  character,  and 
eh  more  likely  to  mislead  the  legislature  and  the  public  as 
he  character  of  the  legislation,  than  is  the  title  to  the  act 
ler  consideration  in  the  present  case. 
Ve  fail  to  find  any  case  where  such  a  tJtle  as  is  here  in- 
^ed  has  been  condemned  by  this  court.     As  has  been  said, 
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there  are  a  number  of  cases  where  titles  more  ambiguous  li 
been  upheld.  The  general  language  used  in  Durkee  v.  Ja 
ville,  26  Wis.  697,  that  the  title  to  a  local  act  must  refe: 
the  place  over  which  the  law  is  to  operate,  must  be  constr 
with  reference  to  the  facts  in  that  particular  case.  The  si 
general  language  is  used  in  Yellow  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Am 
and  yet  the  court  there  held  that  a  title  which  simply  autl 
izcd  the  incorporation  of  a  company  was  broad  enough  to 
able  the  legislature  to  confer  on  such  company  by  the  act 
power  to  dam  a  navigable  stream,  because  the  power  < 
ferred  was  properly  connected  with  or  necessary  or  pertir 
to  the  general  objects  expressed  in  the  title. 

We  entertain  no  doubt  that  Durkee  «.  Janesville,  8u\ 
and  Milwaukee  Co.  v.  Isenring,  109  Wis.  9,  85  N.  W.  1 
were  correctly  decided.  The  titles  involved  in  each  of  tl 
cases  were  such  as  conveyed  the  idea  that  the  proposed  1 
were  general  and  applicable  to  the  entire  state.  There 
nothing  about  the  titles  to  suggest  that  the  acts  were  eil 
private  or  local,  although  one  of  the  acts  related  to  a  sii 
city  and  two  of  them  related  to  a  single  county  in  the  st 
The  law  here  involved  is  not  localized  in  the  title  to  the 
tent  it  might  be,  but  still  it  is  localized.  It  expressly  ni 
tives  the  idea  that  it  is  of  state-wide  application,  and  infa 
all  persons  who  read  it  that  the  body  of  the  act  refers  to  &< 
specified  point  on  the  Wiaconsin  river.  It  is  true  that  ' 
river  passes  through  the  entire  length  of  our  state  and  is  i 
eral  hundred  miles  long.  But  it  is  also  true  that  there 
comparatively  few  points  thereon  suitable  for  dams,  so  t 
the  wide  scope  of  the  title  is  more  apparent  than  real, 
think  a  substantial  distinction  between  this  case  and  the  ci 
relied  on  by  appellant  is  this:  A  resident  of  Milwau 
county  reading  the  titles  to  the  acts  involved  in  the  Isenr 
Case,  or  a  resident  of  Janesville  reading  the  title  to  the 
involved  in  the  Durkee  Case,  would  have  no  reason  to  6 
pose  that  his  domicile  was  affected  by  these  acts  to  any  grei 
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nt  than  any  other  portion  of  the  state,  while  in  the  in- 
t  case  the  reader  is  advised  that  it  is  proposed  to  erect  a 

at  some  point  on  the  Wisconsin  river.  If  he  were  in- 
itcd  in  the  subject  he  would  naturally  turn  to  the  act  it- 
for  further  information.  In  the  one  case  the  title  ifl 
lively  misleading;  in  the  other  it  does  not  mislead  at  all. 

not  as  specific  as  it  might  he  made,  hut  it  is  sufficiently 
ific  to  put  the  reader  on  inquiry  as  to  what  the  real  na- 

and  character  of  the  law  is.  The  power  conferred  by 
act  to  build  a  dam  at  a  defin-ite  location  is  pertinent  to 
ia  properly  connected  with  the  general  object  expressed 
le  title,  which  ia  the  test  adopted  in  the  Yellow  Elver 
.  Co.  Case. 

I  view  of  the  deference  that  this  court  must  pay  to  acts 
le  l^slature,  and  in  view  of  the  decided  cases  in  this 
t,  we  must  hold  that  the  title  to  the  act  in  question  doea 
run  counter  to  the  reasons  given  in  Durkee  v.  Janesvilh 
in  Milwaukee  Co.  v.  Isetiring  for  the  adoption  of  sea  18, 
IV,  of  our  constitution,  and  that,  assuming  such  act  to 
)cal  rather  than  private,  the  subject  of  the  act  is  suffi- 
Jy  localized  in  its  title  to  meet  the  constitutional  require- 

It  is  next  urged  that  the  respondent  is  claiming  cor- 
te  powers  and  privileges  granted  by  a  special  law,  which 
obibited  by  sec.  31,  art.  IV,  of  the  constitution.  It  ia 
ed  in  support  of  this  contention  that  the  legislature  could 
ly  special  act  create  a  corporation  and  confer  such  powers 
I  it,  or  confer  them  directly  upon  a  corporation  organ- 
under  ch.  86,  Stats.  (1808),  and  that  a  corporation  can- 
\>e  formed  for  a  purpose  not  authorized  by  ch.  86,  and 
ot  exercise  powers  or  fiinotions  not  therein  provided  for. 
le  the  franchise  here  granted  was  a  legislative  grant,  it 
not  a  corporate  power  or  privilege  within  the  meaning 
c.  31,  art.  IV,  of  the  constitution.     If  such  a  franchise 

granted  to  a  corporation  it  would  become  its  property, 
Vou  140  —  17 
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but  would  not  be  essential  to  its  corporate  existence. 
clauBe  prohibiting  the  granting  of  corporate  powers  or  ] 
leges  simply  probibite  the  grant  of  corporate  charters  bj 
cial  act.  A  franchise  is  not  essentiallj  corporate  and 
not  the  grant  of  a  franchise  that  is  prohibited  by  the 
stitution,  but  the  grant  of  a  corporate  franchise.  The 
of  the  franchise  here  granted  by  the  corporation  wouh 
destroy  its  corporate  existence.  Linden  L.  Co.  v.  MUwc 
E.  B.  &  L.  Co.  lOr  Wis.  493,  514,  83  N.  W.  851 ;  Sia 
rel.  Att'y  Gen.  v.  Portage  City  W.  Co.  107  Wis.  44: 
N.  W.  697;  Black  Biver  Imp.  Co.  v.  Eolway.  87  Wis. 
59  N.  W.  126 ;  Ait'y  Gen.  v.  Bailroad  Cos.  35  Wis.  425, 
That  the  grantees  of  a  franchise  might  lawfully  conve; 
same  to  a  corporation  organized  under  the  general  law 
decided  in  Underwood  L.  Co.  v.  Pelican  B.  Co.  76  Wit 
82,  45  N.  W.  18.  Besides,  this  act  specifically  proridee 
no  corporate  powers  are  granted  or  intended  to  be  grj 
by  it 

The  Linden  L.  Co.  Case  definitely  decided  that  a  fran 
might  be  conferred  on  a  corporation,  already  created.  I: 
be  true,  then  no  good  reason  is  apparent  why  a  fran 
might  n<A  be  assigned  to  such  a  corporation,  assuming 
the  scope  of  its  articles  of  incorporation  was  snch  as  to 
mit  it  to  take  the  assignment.  On  the  oral  argument  co 
conceded  that  their  position  is  not  well  taken  if  the  cour 
lows  the  decision  in  the  Linden  L.  Co.  Case.  That  cas< 
important,  was  well  presented  at  the  bar,  and  was  well 
eidered  by  the  court,  and  doubtless  many  valuable 
erty  rights  bare  been  acquired  on  the  strength  of  it,  a 
should  require  a  strong  showing  to  now  orertuni  it. 
decision  does  not  appear  to  be  in  harmony  with  St 
Point  B.  Co.  V.  Reilly.  44  Wis.  295.  This  case  is  nc 
ferred  to  in  the  opinion,  but  it  appears  from  the  state 
of  the  case  that  it  was  cited  to  the  courtj  and  it  must  be 
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lered  as  overruled  in  so  far  as  it  holds  that  a  franchise 
tmot  be  granted  to  an  existing  corporation.  We  do  not 
ink  that  the  decision  in  the  Linden  L.  Co,  Case  should  now 

disturbed. 

In  reference  to  the  aseignabilitj  of  the  franchise,  the  law 
anting  it  provides  that  it  may  be  assigned,  and  the  general 
itnte  (sec  1775a,  Stats.  1898)  authorizes  'corporations  to 
te  by  purchase  or  assignment  the  privileges  or  franchisee 
anted  to  individuals  either  before  or  after  that  statute  was 
issed,  so  that  we  have  a  general  law  expressly  authorizing 
rporations  organized  under  ch.  86  to  take  an  assignment  of 
ch  a  franchise  as  was  granted  by  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901. 
w.  1771,  Stats.  (1898),  after  enumerating  the  specific  pur- 
ses for  which  corporations  may  be  organized,  provides  gen- 
ally  that  they  may  be  organized  for  any  lawful  business 

purpose.  Sec.  1775a,  Stats,  (1898),  has  made  the  ac- 
lirement  and  ose  of  a  franchise  such  as  is  here  involved  a 
wful  business  or  purpose,  if  it  could  be  made  lawful  by 
itute  law,  and  we  think  it  could. 

3.  Sec  4,  eh.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  provided  that  no  corpo- 
te  powers  were  granted  or  intended  to  be  granted  by  the 
t,  and  that  it  sholild  not  be  construed  or  deemed  to  grant 
ch  powers.     Appellant  maintains  that  this  section  should 

construed  as  a  prohibition  against  the  acquirement  or  ex- 
cise, by  a  corporate  entity,  of  the  rights  and  franchises 
anted.  We  do  not  think  so.  Such  is  not  the  natural  mean- 
g  or  import  of  the  words  used.  Had  the  legislature  in- 
aded  to  prevent  a  corporation  from  acquiring  or  exercising 
e  rigbtA  and  privileges  granted,  it  would  have  been  an  easy 
atter  to  explicitly  express  such  intent  It  is  not  probable 
at  it  would  have  been  left  to  courts  to  divine  such  purpose 
■  somewhat  farfetched  conjecture.     It  is  more  reasonable 

suppose  that,  through  overeaution  on  the  part  of  the  per- 
ns drafting  the  bill  or  on  die  part  of  the  legislature  that 
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passed  it,  it  was  intended  to  forestall  any  possible  alter 
to  claim  that  tlie  act  in  fact  created  a  oorporation  and  grau 
corporate  privileges  thereto, 

4.  It  is  next  asserted  that  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  viola 
sec.  1,  art.  IX,  of  our  state  constitution,  which  provides 

"And  the  river  Mississippi  and  the  navigable  waters  le 
ing  into  the  Mississippi  and  St.  Lawrence,  and  the  carry 
places  between  the  same,  shall  be  common  highways  and  i 
ever  free,  as  well  to  the  inliabitants  of  the  state  as  to  the  c 
zene  of  the  United  States,  without  any  tax,  impost  or  d' 
therefor." 

It  is  urged  that  the  act  of  1901  authorized  the  construct 
of  ft  dam  from  bank  to  bank  across  the  channel  of  a  ni 
gable  stream  which  discharges  its  waters  into  the  Mis 
sippi  river,  and  that  such  dam  is  an  obatmction  in  the  ri 
and  prevents  the  free  navigation  thereof  guaranteed  by 
constitution  and  by  art  4  of  the  Ordinance  of  1787. 

This  objection  to  the  law  is  answered  by  numerous  d< 
sions  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  United  States.  These 
cisions  establish  the  following  propositions:  (a)  Under 
commerce  clause  of  the  federal  constitution  the  Congress 
the  United  States  baa  jurisdiction  over  all  navigable  wat 
therein,  (b)  As  to  navigable  streams  entirely  within 
borders  of  a  single  state,  such  state  has  plenary  power  in 
absence  of  Congressional  action,  but  Congress  is  not  c 
eluded  by  anything  that  the  state,  or  individuals  by  its 
thority,  may  have  done  from  assuming  entire  control  o 
such  streams,  and  abating  any  erections  th^t  may  have  b< 
made  and  preventing  others  from  being  made,  (c)  In 
absence  of  legislation  by  Congress  on  the  siibjcct,  a  statute 
a  state  which  authorizes  the  construction  of  a  dam  acros 
navigable  river  wholly  within  such  state  is  constitutioi 
(d)  There  must  be  a  direct  statute  of  the  United  States 
order  to  bring  within  the  scope  of  its  laws  obstructions  t 
nuisances   in   a   navigable   stream   wholly   within    a   sti 
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)  The  clause  in  tlie  constitution  providing  that  the  navi- 
ble  waters  therein  referred  to  "shall  be  common  highways 
d  forever  free,"  etc.,  does  not  refer  to  physical  ohstruo- 
ns  of  these  waters,  but  refers  to  political  regulations  which 
uld  hamper  the  freedom  of  commerce.  Willamette  I.  B. 
.  V.  Hatch,  125  U   S.  1,  8  Sup.  Ct  811,  Pound  v.  Turck, 

U.  S.  459;  Willson  v.  Black  Bird  Creek  M.  Co.  2  Pet. 
5;  Oilman  v.  Philadelphia,  3  Wall.  713;  Monongahela 
IV.  Co  V.  U.  S.  148  U.  S.  312,  13  Sup.  Ct.  622 ;  Mont- 
nery  v.  Portland,  190  U.  S.  89,  23  Sup.  Ct  735.  The 
le  of  Pound  v  Turck,  stipnt,  arose  out  of  an  act  of  the 
Lsconsin  legislature  authorizing  the  oouatructiou  of  a  dam 
'OSS  the  Chippewa  river,  a  navigable  stream,  and  involved 
I  construction  of  see.  1,  art.  IX,  of  our  constitution. 
This  court  has  also  held  that  it  is  within  the  power  of  the 
islature  of  the  state  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a  dam 
■oas  a  navigable  Btream.     Wis.  Biver  Imp   Co.  v.  Manson, 

Wis.  255;  Black  River  F.  D.  Asso.  v.  Ketchum,  54  Wis. 
5,  11  N.  W.  551 ;  Black  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  La  Crosse  B  <fi 

Co.  54  Wis.  659,  11  N.  W.  443 ;  J.  8.  Eeator  L.  Co.  v. 

Croix  B.  Corp.  72  Wis.  62,  38  N.  W  529  The  dam 
■e  permitted  to  be  erected  is  authorized  m  aid  of  naviga- 
u,  and  the  power  of  the  legislature  is  plenary  to  empower 
lividuals  to  construct  dams  in  navigable  streams  of  the 
te  for  such  a  purpose.  Falls  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Oconio  River 
p.  Co.  87  Wia  134,  and  cases  cited  on  page  150,  58  N.  W. 
7,  261,  Jn  re  Dancy  D.  Dist.  129  Wis.  129,  139,  108 

W  202. 

5.  It  18  next  urged  that,  while  the  act  specifies  that  its  pnr- 
» 18  to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  Wisconsin  river  above 
I  dam,  Buch  dam  is  in  fact  an  obsitruction  to  navigation,  ex- 
<ding  as  it  does  from  bank  to  bank  and  being  fifteen  feet 
height,  that  its  real  purpose  is  to  create  hydraulic  power; 
i  that  the  navigation  of  the  river  cannot  he  obstructed  for 
y  such  purpose.     It  has  been  held  that  the  l^islature  is 
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at  least  primarily  the  judge  of  the  neccBsity  for  the  propoa 
improvement,  and  that  when  it  delegates  such  a  power,  ai 
the  state  does  not  question  that  the  improvement  made  is 
conformity  with  the  power  delegated,  neither  the  necessi 
nor  the  usefulness  of  the  improvement,  nor  the  manner 
which  it  is  made,  can  be  called  in  question  by  private  partii 
Wis.  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Manson,  43  Wia  255,  265;  Fa 
Mfg.  Co.  V.  Oconto  River  Imp.  Co.  87  Wis.  134,  151,  i 
N.  W.  257;  Underwood  L.  Co.  v.  Pelican  B.  Co.  76  W 
76,  85,  45  N.  W.  18;  J.  8.  Keator  L.  Co.  v.  St.  Croix 
Corp.  72  Wis.  62,  81,  38  N.  W.  529 ;  Cohn  v.  Wausau 
Co.  47  Wis.  314,  326,  2  N.  W.  546;  Black  River  Imp.  C 
V.  La  Crosse  B.  &  T.  Co.  54  Wia.  659,  686,  11  N.  W.  4^ 
It  is  true  that  none  of  the  cases  cited  involved  the  rights 
a  landowner  whose  property  it  was  sought  to  condemn  in  t 
of  the  alleged  improvement.  But  the  same  rule  with  litt 
if  any,  variation  has  been  applied  in  a  condemnation  p: 
ceoding  against  a  landowner  {Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
Morehouse,  112  Wis.  1,  9,  87  N.  W.  849),  and  in  an  act! 
brought  by  a  landowner  whose  lands  were  overflowed, 
abate  a  dam  authorized  by  the  legislature.  Allai>y  v.  Afai 
ion  E.  S.  Co.  135  Wis.  345,  352,  116  N.  W.  4.  Adam  i 
thorized  for  the  creation  of  hydraulic  power,  generated  J 
the  purpose  of  sale,  is  authorized  for  a  public  purpose.  W 
River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Pier,  137  Wis.  325,  118  N  W.  857.  T 
question  of  how  far  the  legislature  might  destroy  the  pub 
use  of  navigation,  in  aid  of  the  public  use  of  generating  1 
draulic  power,  13  not  involved  under  the  facta  in  this  ca 
because  it  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  dam  did  i 
prove  the  navigation  o£  the  stream  above  its  location,  wh 
the  alleged  injury  which  the  dam  caused  to  navigation  v 
inconsequential  and  largely  theoretical. 

6.  It  is  next  urged  that  respondent  is  seeking  to  condei 
lands  for  a  private  use.  It  is  argued  that  whether  the  p 
ticular  use  for  which  property  is  sought  to  be  condemned 
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ic  or  private  is  a  question  of  fact,  the  ultimate  decision 
hich  testa  wiUi  the  courts,  and  the  following  cases  are 
.  in  support  of  the  contention  that  the  question  urged  is 
Hcial  one:  Wis.  W.  Co.  v.  Wimna,  85  Wis.  26,  54  N.  W. 
I ;  Prrewe  v.  Wis.  S.  L.  <£  /.  Co.  93  Wis.  634,  67  K.  W. 
:  S.  C.  103  "Wis.  537  79  N  W.  780;  Matter  of  Niagara 
?£W.E.  Co.  108  N.  T.  375,  15  N.  E.  429.  The  right 
e  courts  to  decide  whether  the  purpose  is  public  for  which 
proposed  to  condemn  property  is  undoubted.    Such  a  rule 

not  preclude  the  courts  from  according  proper  deference 

gislative  declarations  as  to  what  constitutes  a  public  pur- 

Aa  heretofore  stated,  this  court  has  uniformly  held 

where  a  dam  is  constructed  in  a  navigable  stream  in  aid 
BTtgation,  the  purpose  of  its  construction  is  public,  and 
that  the  taking  of  property  for  the  generation  of  electric 
;r  for  the  purpose  of  sale  is  a  taking  of  property  for  a 
ic  purpose.     The  mere  fact  that  a  dam  would  not  have 

constructed  were  it  not  for  the  power  generated  by  it 

not  argue  that  the  dam  will  not  in  fact  aid  navigation 
\  built,  and  such  a  structure  may  be  entirely  lawful  even 
gh  the  legislative  authorization  for  its  construction  be 
ted  to  the  purpose  of  aiding  navigation.  Wis.  River 
.  Co.  V.  Pier,  supra.  We  think  the  evidence  presented 
ae  hearing  fairly  shows  that  the  construction  of  the  dam 
.lestion  will  aid  the  navigation  of  the  river  above  the  loca- 

of  the  dam  and  will  not  materially  interfere  with  it 
r  below  such  point,  and  that  either  of  the  purposes  speci- 
in  the  act  is  public,  so  that  the  power  of  eminent  domain 
legally  conferred  on  the  owners  of  the  franchise. 
The  condemuaUon  proceeding  was  pending  in  the  Sixth 
cial  circuit.  Owing  to  the  illness  of  the  judge  of  tiiat 
lit  the  judge  of  the  Eighteenth  judicial  circuit  was  called 
)  hear  the  petition  for  the  appointment  of  cMnmissioners 
made  the  order  appointing  them.  It  is  urged  that  under 
provisions  of  sees.  5,  6,  and  7,  art.  VII,  of  our  constitu- 
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tion  a  circuit  judge  cannot  exercise  any  of  tbe  powers  oi 
office  outside  of  his  own  circuit,  unless  tliere  are  otlicr  p 
Bions  in  the  constitution  authorizing  him  to  do  so,  and 
the  only  provision  found  which  does  authorize  such  acti< 
Bee.  11,  art.  VII,  which  empowers  judges  of  the  circuit  a 
to  hold  court  for  each  other.  It  is  argued  that  the  hoi 
of  court  within  the  purview  of  the  section  last  referre 
means  holding  one  of  the  regular  terms  of  the  circuit  c( 
and  does  not  permit  the  judge  of  one  circuit  to  make  or 
at  chambers  in  another  circuit- 
It  is  true  there  ie  a  distinction  t>etween  holding  court 
exercising  judicial  powers  out  of  court.  Still  we  think 
in  the  interest  of  the  speedy  administration  of  justice  an 
sound  public  policy  that  tlie  words  "may  hold  courts,"  fc 
in  sec.  11,  art.  VII,  be  liberally  construed.  No  good  re. 
is  apparent  why  a  circuit  judge  of  one  circuit  should  be 
powered  to  hold  court  in  another  but  should  be  denied 
right  to  transact  otlier  judicial  business.  Considering 
purpose  which  the  framera  of  the  constitution  undoubt 
had  in  view,  we  conclude  that  the  authority  conferrec 
jndgea  to  hold  court  for  each  other  waa  meant  to  include 
erally  ihe  judicial  business  which  a  circuit  judge  is  aut 
ized  by  law  to  transact  Moreover,  the  language  used  is 
missive.  Circuit  judges  "may  hold  courts  for  each  olli 
We  do  not  think  the  provision  quoted  has  precluded  the 
islature  from  enlarging  the  powers  which  circuit  judges 
exercise  outride  of  tJieir  circuits,  even  if  it  be  concwled 
only  the  power  to  hold  court  at  a  regular  term  is  exprc 
conferred  by  the  constitution.  The  legislature  has  confe 
■uch  power  by  sec.  2432,  Stats.  (1898). 
By  the  Court. — Order  affirmed. 

Eerwix,  J.,  took  no  part 
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Beptember  H— October  5,  Ifli 

Amu.  from  ui  order  of  the  circuit  court 

LMBS  O'Neill,  Judge.    Afflrmeil. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Carv. 

■&1  argument  by  Alfred  L.  Gary. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jot 

vi  argument  by  B.  W.  Jones. 

Babres,  J.  This  case  In  all  material  reape 
e  appeal  of  the  Black  Hawk  Land  Company  ii 
•ntin  Power  Company,  ante,  p.  245, 122  N.  W. 

By  the  Court. — Order  affirmed. 


Kebwih,  jr.,  took  no  part 


FATE  Bz  BEL.  BsDEiTiirs,  Appellant,  V3. 
others,  Reepondenta 

Beptember  15— October  5,  1S( 

indamus:  WAen  tcrit  Usuei:  Compelling  repai 
Lack  of  available  fandi. 

.  Although  relator  may  have  a  clear  legal  i 
done,  monrfamiu  will  not  Ihsua  to  compel 
other  unless  It  Is  the  clear  duty  of  the  lati 
time  and  In  the  manner  demanded. 

.  When  the  right  to  have  an  act  done  at  the  i 
ner  dnnanded  Is  dependent  on  some  other  . 
or  soma  condition  existing,  the  petition 
show  that  such  preliminary  act  has  beei 
created. 

.  Where  the  doing  of  an  offlcial  act  requlrei 
money,  performanc«  will  not  be  coerced  I 
aeace  of  a  showing  that  money  therefor  li 


266         SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.      [0( 

State  ex  re).  Kedenius  t.  Waggenson,  140  Wu.  265. 

4.  The  petition  for  a  writ  ot  mandamug  to  compel  drainage  cc 
mlsslonerB  to  repair  a  ditch  did  not  show  that  they  had  moi 
available  tor  that  purpose,  and  did  Bhow  that  money  was  ' 
talnable  therefor  only  by  flllng  an  annual  report,  securtns  Jo 
elaJ  approvaJ,  and  collecting  assessments  aa  provided  In  ch.  4 
I^ws  of  1905,  and  that  no  such  report  had  been  made  althoa 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  to  make  It  Held,  tl 
the  writ  would  not  issue  to  compel  the  making  ol  the  repal 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Honi 
county ;  E.  W.  Helms,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Mandamus  proceedings  to  require  drainage  commissiont 
t©  repair  the  ditch  imder  their  charge. 

An  alternative  writ  of  mandamiis  was  issued  in  due  foi 
^'hich,  on  motion  duly  made,  vas  quashed  because  (1)  t 
facts  stated  aa  a  basis  for  the  proceedinga  were  insufGciec 
(2)  such  facts  were  insufEcient  to  show  relator  to  be  entitl 
to  prosecute  the  proceedings. 

The  facts  relied  upon  are,  in  brief,  as  follows :  Relator 
the  owner  of  certain  lands  through  which  a  portion  of 
drainage  system  has  been  constructed  and  put  in  operati< 
under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin.  It  has  been  t 
duty  of  the  drainage  commissioners  since  the  installation 
tlio  drainage  system  to  keep  such  system  in  repair  and,  sin 
t)ie  passage  of  ch.  419,  Laws  of  1905,  on  or  about  the  £i 
Tuesday  of  June  each  year  to  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  c: 
ciiit  court  having  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  a  report  specii 
ing  in  detail  the  repairs  necessary  and  the  sum  to  be  assess 
to  make  the  same  against  each  tract,  lot,  easement,  or  a 
poration.  About  a  year  after  the  completion  of  the  draina 
ditch  tliroiigh  relator's  land  it  commenced  to  fill  up  wi 
eand.  The  deposit  therein  has  increased  till  it  nearly  fills  t 
ditch,  causing  large  quantities  of  water  which  would  oth( 
wise  be  carried  down  the  same,  to  be  deposited  on  relatoi 
land,  rendering  it  valueless  for  farming  purposes,  to  his  gre 
damage.  The  commissioners  have  often  been  requested 
put  the  ditch  in  a  proper  state  of  repair  but  hav«  wholly  i 
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■d  to  do  SO.  They  have  not  filed  anj  report  as  required 
he  law  aforesaid  or  raised  any  money  to  make  necessary 
lira  upon  the  ditch. 

lU  alternative  writ  was  issued  aa  requested  requiring  the 
missionera  to  repair  the  drain^e  ditdi  where  it  passes 
>ugh  relator's  land,  or  show  cause  to  the  contrary  before 
circuit  court  for  Monroe  county. 

or  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Graham  £  Graham, 
oral  argument  by  /.  G.  Oraham. 

'or  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Naylor  A  Mc- 
l,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  B.  McCauL 

rABSiiALL,  J.  Appellant's  counsel  present  this  appeal  aa 
lince  appellant  has  a  clear  legal  right  to  have  the  drainage 
h  repaired,  the  alternative  writ,  by  which  it  was  sought 
nforce  such  right,  ^ould  not  have  been  quashed.  It  does 
necessarily  follow,  because  a  person  has  a  dear  legal  right 
ch  can  only  be  effective  by  the  act  of  another,  that  it  is 
clear  duty  of  the  latter  to  perform  such  act  at  the  particu- 
tlme  and  in  the  particular  manner  such  perstm  may  de- 
id  it  It  is  fundamental  that  both  conditions  must  exist; 
right  and  the  duty  to  act,  before  the  extraordinary  rem- 

can  be  successfully  invoked.  Staie  ex  reL  Pfisler  v. 
lilowoc,  52  Wis.  423,  9  N.  W.  607;_-Sr;o(e  ex  rel.  Board 
:d.  V.  Hunter,  111  Wis.  583,  87  N.  W.  485 ;  Slate  ex  rel 
.  Met.  Tel.  Co.  v.  Milwaukee.  132  Wis.  615,  113  N.  W. 

Stale  ex  rel.  Bowe  V.  Krutnenauer,  135  Wis.  185,  115 
W.  798 ;  State  ex  rel  Fire  £  Bust  Proof  C.  Go.  v.  Icke, 

Wis.  583,  118  K  W.  196. 

rhen  the  duty  sought  to  be  enforced  is  of  a  private  nature 
emand  must  be  made  for  substantially  that  particular 
g,  of  the  particular  person  upon  iihom  the  duty  of  per^ 
aance  rests;  and  his  refusal  thereof  must  precede  appli- 
ya  for  a  writ  to  coerce  such  person  to  act;  and  the  facts  in 

regard  must  be  made  to  appear  in  the  petition  for  the 
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writ,  to  warrant  ita  issuance.  Merrill,  Mandamus,  §§ 
223.  Where  the  right  to  have  the  particular  act  done  i 
time  and  in  the  manner  demanded  is  dependent  upon 
other  act  having  heen  done  or  some  condition  existin 
order  to  show  affirmatively  by  the  petition  for  the  wril 
the  relator  is  entitled,  as  claimed,  facts  must  be  stated  th 
showing  that  such  preliminary  act  has  been  done  or  c 
tion  created-  State  ex  rcl.  Spaulding  v.  Elwood,  11 
17 ;  Stale  ex  rel.  Shan  v.  Warner,  55  Wis.  271,.  9  I^ 
^05, 13  N.  W.  255;  State  ex  ret.  Neeves  v.  Wood  Co.  72 
629,  40  N.  W.  381 ;  State  ex  rel  GericJce  v.  Mayor,  et 
Wis.  322,  74  N.  W.  783. 

The  quoted  authorities  are  particularly  applicable  tc 
■case,  in  that  they  are  to  the  effect  that  where  the  doii 
the  official  act  in  question  requires  the  expenditnre  of  m 
performance  cannot  be  coerced  by  mandamus  in  absen 
a  showing  that  money  is  presently  available,  applical 
do  the  particular  matter. 

Now  in  this  case  there  is  no  showing  in  the  petition 
respondents  had  money  which  could  properly  be  appli 
repair  of  the  ditch.  If  they  had  no  such  money  under 
control,  it  was  plainly  shown  by  the  relator,  as  the  fa 
that  it  was  only  obtainable  by  their  filing  a  report,  a 
drainage  law  (ch.  419,  Laws  of  1905)  provides,  specif 
among  other  things,  in  detail,  the  labor  necessary  to  the 
-ervation  and  protection  of  the  improvement,  the  places  i 
ing  repairs,  and  securing,  on  due  notice  and  hearing,  jut 
approval  of  the  proposed  work  and  expenditure,  and  c 
mination  of  the  amount  of  the  assessment  upon  each  pai 
lar  parcel  of  land  benefited,  and  collection  of  such  aj 
ments  in  due  course, — and  it  was  further  alleged  that  no 
report  had  been  made  though  the  law  requires  one  to  be  i 
in  the  circumstances  of  respondents,  annually,  to  the  i 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  matter.  Thus  by  the  statute 
loft  to  the  judgment  of  the  coinmissionere,  prelimini 
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to  the  court  finally,  what  repairs  to  a  drainage  d-tch  are 
ed,  and  the  method  is  provided  for  obtaining  the  necea- 

fiinds,  which  is  necessarily  exclusive, 
he  most  the  petition  ehowe  as  to  default  on  the  part  of 
commissioners,  ja  failure  to  make  the  required  report, 
action  in  that  respect  waa  demanded  before  commencc- 
t  of  these  proceedings,  nor  do  such  proceedings  contcm- 
)  coercion  of  respondents  in  such  respect.  So  far  as  is 
osed,  it  is  proposed  to  cause  respondents  to  repair  the- 
»  regardless  of  -whether  thoro  is  money  applicable  there- 
or  whether  the  conditions  precedent  to  the  making  of  re- 
i  have  been  complied  with,  merely  becansc  there  is  need 
the  repairs  and  respondents  have  failed  to  present  the 
cr  to  the  court  for  consideration  and  direction  and  in 
course  to  accumulato  the  necessary  money  to  meet  the 
nse.  In  other  words,  it  is  proposed  to  compel  respond- 
to  make  the  repairs  at  their  own  expense,  as  a  sort  of 
Ity  for  the  default  aforesaid,  and  take  their  chances  of 

recouping  the  same  by  collection  of  approved  assess- 
a  upon  the  property  benefited.  Sufficient  has  been  said 
low,  clearly,  that  the  facts  stated  in  the  petition  for  the- 
of  mandamus  do  not  constitute  any  basis  for  the  relief 
bt  and,  therefore,  that  the  writ  was  properly  quashed. 
/  ike  Court. — Order  affirmed. 


lETZ,  Respondent,  vs.  R.  Conxoh  Company,  Appellant 

September  15 — Octoler  5.  1009. 

(.■  ContirvcUon^  Conveyance  of  ittmding  timber:  Time  Umit  on 
removal.'  Agency:  Change  in  deed  before  deJiverj/:  When  gran- 
tort  bound. 

nder  a  deed  conveytng  timber  standioe  or  situated  on  certain 
lands,  "-with  the  right  to  the"  grantee  "(o  enter  upon  said  lands 
ajid  remove  said  timber  ...  at  any  time  on  or  l>efore"  a 
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certain  date,  onlr  snch  timber  passes  as  Is  removed  d 
the  time  epeclfled. 
S.  A  person  intrusted  with  a  deed  for  the  purpose  of  obtalnln 
signatures  of  the  grantors  and  making  delivery  for  them 
clothed  at  least  with  apparent  authority  to  dose  the  de 
their  part;  and  where,  on  his  preeentlng  the  deed  to  the 
tee,  the  latter  objected  to  the  date  spedfled  therein  as  tl 
piratlon  of  the  time  within  which  a  corporation  mast  r« 
from  the  land  certain  etsnding  timber  which  the  granto: 
conveyed  to  it,  and  the  agent  thereupon  changed  such  di 
correspond  with  that  specified  In  the  conveyance  to  the  < 
ration,  the  grantee  had  a  right  to  rely  upon  the  agent's  « 
ent  authority  and  to  accept  the  deed  as  thus  changed,  an 
grantors  were  bound  thereby. 


Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  \ 
county:  Chab.  M.  Webb,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

This  action  waa  brougbt  to  recOTer  the  value  of  pine 
ber  cut  and  removed  hj  the  defendant  from  the  nortl 
quarter  of  section  10,  township  27,  range  2  eaeb,  in  !M 
thon  count;.  The  defendant  claimed  title  under  a 
dated  M&j  17,  1901,  which  contained  the  following  p 
sion; 

"All  the  merchantable  log  and  hasswood  bolt  timber  si 
ing  or  situated  on  west  one-half  of  Becti(»i  ten  (10),  » 
east  quarter  and  west  half  of  northeast  quarter  of  sectioi 
(10),  and  the  west  half  of  southwest  quarter  of  section  i 
ber  eleven  (11),  all  in  township  number  twentj-seven  ( 
rauRe  number  two  (2)  east  Also  with  the  right  to  the  f 
of  the  second  part  to  enter  upon  said  lands  and  remove 
timber  and  to  do  such  work  as  is  necessary  for  removi 
said  timber,  at  anj  time  on  or  before  two  years  from  I 
15, 1901." 

The  deed  of  the  timber' to  defendant  was  given  by  Ei 
L.  Beese,  Adam  Paulus,  and  W.  D.  Connor,  and  reco 
May  20,  1901.  Most  of  the  timber  was  cut  during  the 
ter  of  1902  and  1903,  but  some  remained  after  April 
1903.    Oil  the  19tli  day  of  September,  1902,  said  Pai 
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ese,  and  Connor  deeded  a  quarter-section  of  this  land  to 
I  plaintiff,  which  deed  contained  the  following  provision: 

'Excepting  and  reserving  the  merchantable  saw-log  timber 
1  bolts  heretofore  sold  to  B.  Connor  Co.,  with  the  right  to 
er  upon  said  land  to  remove  said  timber  any  time  prior 
April  15,  1903  (1903)." 

ft  was  claimed  on  the  trial  that  the  dee^  from  Paulas, 
see,  and  Connor  to  the  plaintiff  had  been  changed  after 
icution  BO  as  to  make  tbe  right  to  enter  upon  the  lands  to 
nov©  the  timber  read,  "any  time  prior  to  April  15,  1903," 
ereaa  as  originally  executed  it  read  "April  15,'1904,"  and 
.t  such  deed  on  its  face  bore  evidence  of  the  change.  The 
e  was  submitted  to  the  jury  and  the  following  verdict  re- 
ned: 

'(1)  Was  the  plaintlflf's  deed,  after  being  signed  by  Adam 
ulus  and  Edward  L.  Reese,  changed  by  W.  D.  Connor  by 
inging  the  year  '1903'  to  the  year  '1904'  in  the  clause  re- 
ing  to  the  time  for  the  removal  of  timber }  A,  No. 
'(2)  Did  W.  D.  Connor  consent  to  the  change  in  plaint- 
s  deed  as  made  by  Mr.  Reynolds  of  '1904'  to  '1903'! 
No. 

'(3)  Did  the  defendant,  before  entering  npon  the  south- 
t  quarter  of  section  10  to  cut  the  timber,  acquire  a  title 
the  timber  in  question  in  good  faith,  believing  the  same  to 
valid?    A.  Yes. 

'(4)  During  hia  negotiations  with  Reynolds  did  Paulus 
orm  Reynolds,  in  substance,  of  the  extension  of  time  to 

defendant  for  the  removal  of  the  timber,  and  that  such 
ension,  in  case  of  a  sale  of  the  lands,  must  be  protected  to 

satisfaction  of  W.  D.  Connor?     A.  Yes. 
'(5)  Did  the  defendant,  on  and  after  November  1,  1903, 
50od  faith  enter  upon  said  land  and  cut  the  timber  there- 
m,  believing  it  then  had  a  valid  title  thereto?     A,  Yes. 
'(6)  What  was  the  true  stumpage  value  of  the  timber  cut 
the  defendant  on  the  southeast  quarter  of  section  10  dur- 

tbe  fall  and  winter  of  1903-«4  ?     A.  $365.64. 
'(7)  What  was  the  highest  market  value  of  the  timber  cut 
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on  plkintiS's  land,  after  it  was  manufactured  into  lumbei 
Auburndale,  Wisconsin,  and  while  in  dofeadant's  poe 
siont     A.  $1,546.25." 

Both  parties  moved  for  judgment  on  the  verdict  . 
court  denied  defendant's  motion  and  ordered  judgment 
the  plaintiff  on  the  verdict  for  $365.64.  Judgment  waa 
tered  accordingly  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  against  the 
fendant,  from  ♦^hich  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  hj  Goggins  £  Braze 
and  oral  argument  by  B.  R.  Ooggins. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  bi 
of  L.  M.  StuTdevani,  attorney,  and  C.  B.  Edwards,  of  co 
sol. 

Keewin,  J.  It  is  first  contended  by  appellant  that 
deed  conveyed  an  absolute  title  in  the  timber  to  defendj 
and  therefore  the  subsequent  deed  to  plaintiff  conveyed  o 
the  remainder  of  the  estate.  This  contention  is  denied  by 
Bpondent,  and  be  insists  that  only  such  timber  as  was  remo 
before  April  15,  1903,  passed  to  defendant  by  the  deed  tc 
Both  parties  rely  upon  the  same  authorities  to  sustain  tl 
respective  positions  under  this  head.  The  question  is  an 
portant  one  and  not  free  from  difficulty,  if  we  should  reg 
it  unsettled  in  this  stafa  There  is  much  conflict  of  autl 
ity  in  other  jurisdictions,  and  much  force  in  the  position 
appellant  to  the  effect  that  the  deed  to  defendant  convc; 
an  absolute  title  to  the  timber  described  in  the  deed  and 
such  as  should  be  removed  within  the  two  years  specifi 
The  court,  however,  is  forced  to  the  conclusion  that,  un 
the  settled  doctrine  in  this  court,  bv  a  conveyance  of  tira 
similar  to  the  one  in  the  deed  to  defendant  only  such  tim 
passes  by  the  deed  as  is  removed  during  the  time  specified 
the  (Iced.  Golden  v.  Ghdr.  57  Wis.  118,  15  N.  W.  12 ;  Ili 
r.  Smith,  17  Wis.  146,  46  N.  W.  133  :  Williams  v.  Jones,  " 
\\'is.  3C1,  111  N.  W.  505;  Peshtlgo  L.  Co.  v.  Ellis,  122  V 
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,  100  N.  W.  834;  Western  L.  &  C.  Co.  v.  Copper  River 
7o.  138  Wis.  404, 120  K.  W.  277. 

D  September,  1902,  the  defendant's  grantore,  Paulas, 
B6,  and  Connor,  conreyed  to  the  plaintiff  a  quarter-section 
ho  land  covered  hy  tlie  deed  to  defendant  on  which  some 
he  timber  mentioned  in  the  deed  to  defendant  remained 
jt  This  deed  contained  the  clause  set  out  in  the  state- 
t  of  facta.  After  the  deed  to  plaintiff  had  been  signed  hj 
lus  and  Keese  it  was  presented  to  Connor  for  signature, 

he  insisted  that  the  clause  for  removal  read  "April  15, 
4,"  instead  of  "April  15,  1903,"  and  when  signed  by  Con- 
it  read  April  15,  1904.  One  Reynolds  and  others  asso- 
sd  with  him  negotiated  the  sale  to  plaintiff.  When  the 
I  was  presented  for  delivery  plaintiff  objected  to  the 
se  respecting  removal  of  the  timber  to  April  15,  1904, 

Reynolds  thereupon  changed  it  so  as  to  read  April  15, 
3.  The  jury  found  that  Connor  never  consented  to  this 
ige,  although  it  appears  that  Reynolds  called  him  by 
ae  and  informed  him  of  the  request  of  plaintiff,  and  that 
nor  made  no  reply,  except  said  "Well,"  and  hung  up  the 
iver.  It  further  appears  from  the  evidence  that  it  was 
erstood  between  defendant  and  its  grantors  that  defend- 
should  have  further  time  to  remove  the  timber  conveyed 
I  that  specified  in  its  deed.     It  does  not  appear,  however, 

when  plaintiff  accepted  his  deed  he  bad  knowledge  of 

agreement,  but  understood  he  was  getting  a  deed  subject 
■  to  the  provisions  of  the  deed  to  defendant,  with  the  res- 
ition  to  enter  and  remove  the  timber  mentioned  before 
il  15,  1903. 

few  the  question  arises  whether  plaintiff  was  bound  by 
time  limit  of  1904.  He  accepted  the  deed  as  changed  by 
nolds,  making  the  removal  period  to  expire  April  15, 
3,  and  paid  the  consideration  on  the  faith  of  such  eon- 
race.     It  is  vigorously  contended  by  counsel  for  appel- 

that  Reynolds  was  not  the  agent  of  Connor  in  making 
Vol.  140  —  18 
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the  change  from  April  15,  1904,  to  April  15,  1903,  and 
the  grantors  were  not  bound  thereby ;  while  on  the  other '. 
it  IB  insisted  by  respondent  that  Reynolds  was  ihe  agei 
^e  grantors,  and  that  plaintiff  had  the  ri^t  to  rely  i 
the  terms  of  the  deed  as  finally  delivered  by  Reynolds, 
t;hat  the  transaction  was  closed  and  the  consideration  pai 
the  faith  of  such  deed.  It  is  without  dispute  that  Reyi 
was  intrusted  with  the  deed  for  the  purpose  of  obtainini 
signatures  of  the  grantors  and  making  delivery  for  t] 
So  he  was  clothed  at  least  with  apparent  authority  to  < 
the  deal  on  the  part  of  the  grantors.  This  being  so, 
plaintiff,  grant«e,  had  a  ri^t  to  rely  upon  such  apparen 
thority  and  pay  the  consideration  on  the  terms  of  the  ' 
thus  delivered. 

No  attempt  was  made  on  the  part  of  eitJier  party  to  rea 
or  repudiate  the  transaction  as  closed.  ,We  think,  undei 
cJreum stances  of  the  case,  the  grantors  were  bound  by 
(change  to  1903  as  made  by  Ee\TioIds.  It  is  established 
the  timber  in  question  was  cut  by  defendant  after  tlie  : 
for  removal  had  expired,  namely,  after  April  15,  1903. 

Many  other  questions  are  argued  by  counsel,  but  in 
view  we  take  of  the  case  discussion  of  them  seems  unn< 
sary.  It  follows  from  what  has  been  said  that  the  judgi 
below  is  right  and  must  be  affinned. 

By  the  Covrt. — ITie  judgment  of  the  court  below  is 
finned. 

Eaenes,  J.,  took  no  part 
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rELLO,  Respondent,  ys.  Citizetts  State  Bane  of  Kan- 
AWA,  Appellant. 
September  IS — October  5.  1909. 

»  ani  tanking:  Oral  contract  of  deposit:  Revocation:  Oaihler 
iituing  hit  pertonaJ  check  instead  of  certificate  of  depoeit:  Bo- 
teation  bv  depositor:  Estoppel;  Waiver:  Questions  for  fury. 

:Tld«nc«  tending  to  show  tbat  plalotllTs  busliand,  tavtoc  montj 
In  tbe  taande  of  the  cashter  of  defendant  bank,  told  the  cashier 
and  plaintiff  that  he  wished  to  clve  the  money  to  plaintiff,  told 
the  cashier  to  Kl^e  her  a  certificate  ot  deposit  therefor,  and 
advlaed  plaintiff  to  get  such  a  cartlflcate;  that  tbe  caabler,  wbo 
had  full  charge  ot  tbe  buelness  of  the  bank,  informed  plaintiff 
that  If  she  left  the  money  In  the  bank  for  six  months  she 
would  get  three  per  cent.  Interest,  but  if  she  took  It  out  before 
that  time  she  would  get  no  interest,  and  at  the  same  time  wrote 
out  his  personal  check  on  tbe  bank  and  banded  it  to  her;  that 
she  took  tbe  check  supposing  It  to  be  a  certificate  of  deposit, 
and  kept  It  for  several  months  without  demanding  payment 
thereon  and  without  knowledge  of  its  true  character;  that  she 
was  Inexperienced  In  business;  and  that  there  was  nothing  un- 
leea  it  was  tbe  check  to  suggest  a  loan  by  plaintiff  to  the  cashier 
personally, — is  held  sufflclent  to  warrant  the  Jury  in  Undlng  a 
contract  of  deposit  between  plaintiff  and  tb«  bank, 
.ssnmlng.  as  found  by  tbe  Jury,  that  prior  to  delivery  of  tbe 
check  to  plaintiff  there  was  an  oral  contract  of  deposit  between 
tbe  bank,  acting  through  Its  cashier,  and  the  plaintiff.  It  cannot 
be  held  as  matter  of  law  that  the  substitution  of  the  cashier's 
personal  check  therefor  and  Its  acceptance  and  retention  by 
plaintiff  under  the  drcumatances  stated  revoked  or  discharged 
Buch  oral  contract  or  estopped  the  ptalntftT  to  enforce  It,  even 
though  it  appeared  that  had  she  carefully  examined  the  tdieck 
she  would  have  known  the  difference  between  it  and  a  certifi- 
cate of  deposit,  and  bad  she  presented  It  for  payment  within 
sixty  days  it  would  have  been  paid. 

'aiver  must  be  with  knowledge  or  with  reasonable  means  of 
knowledge  of  the  facts  and  with  Intent  to  forego  some  right,  al- 
though the  knowledge  may  be  either  actual  or  constmctlve  and 
the  lutent  expressed  or  Implied. 

PPEAK,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circnit  court  for  Waupaca 
t;:  Chas.  M.  Webb,  Circuit  Judgo.     Affirmed, 
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Llewellyn  Cole,  for  the  appellant,  cited,  amoog  other  < 
BicJelei/  v.  Commercial  Bank,  39  S.  0.  281,  17  S.  E. 
S.  C.  43  S.  O.  628,  21  S.  E.  886;  Jumper  v.  Commt 
Bat^,  39  S.  C.  296,  17  S.  E.  980;  Bostwick  v.  Mut.  L. 
Co.  116  Wi8.  392,  89  N.  W.  538,  92  N.  W.  246. 

Byron  B.  Park,  for  the  respondent,  cited,  among  othc 
tliorities,  Eeim  v.  First  Nat.  Sank,  76  Nob.  831,  107  15 
1019 ;  Coleman  v.  First  Nat.  BanJe,  63  N.  Y.  388 ;  Zieg'i 
First  Nat.  Bavk,  93  Pa.  St  393 ;  Stechel  v.  First  Nat.  L 
93  Pa,  St  376,  39  Am.  Rep.  758,  and  other  cases. 

T1M1.IN,  J.  Upon  a  complaint  STerring  that  on  At 
28,  1906,  the  plaintiff  deposited  with  defendant 
$1,627.04  under  a  contract  made  vith  said  bank  that,  i 
said  mone;  should  remain  on  deposit  for  a  period  o: 
months  from  said  date,  said  bank  would  pay  to  the  plaj 
said  Bom  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  three  per 
p«r  annum,  or,  if  not  left  six  months  30  as  to  draw  said 
of  iaterest,  thai  to  be  paid  to  the  plaintiff  at  an;  time  j 
to  the  expiration  of  said  six  months  on  her  demand,  and 
demand  was  made  and  payment  refused,  the  plaintii 
covered  of  th«  defendant  bank  the  said  sum  with  interest 
the  date  of  demand.  Defendant  appeals,  alleging  em 
that  there  was  a  material  variance  between  the  allegatio: 
the  complaint  and  the  proofs,  and  error  in  overrulin| 
fendant's  motion  for  direction  of  a  verdict  in  its  favor. 

The  evidence  of  the  respondent  tended  to  show  thai 
hatband,  having  this  monej  in  the  hands  of  defendant's 
ier  deposited  in  the  account  of  the  latter  in  the  defer 
bank  and  presently  payable,  desired  to  give  the  money  t 
respondent,  and  made  this  known  to  the  cashier,  the  res] 
ent,  and  others  present  He  told  the  cashier  to  give  th 
spondent  a  certificate  of  deposit  and  advised  her  to  get  1 
tificate  of  deposit  The  cashier  then  informed  her  th 
she  left  the  money  in  the  bank  for  six  months  she  woul 
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I  per  cent,  mtereet,  and  if  she  took  it  out  before  that  time 
(Fould  not  get  anj  interest,  md  at  the  same  time  wrote 
lis  personal  check  on  the  defendant  bank  and  handed  it 
e  respondent,  who  looked  at  it,  supposing  it  to  be  a  cer- 
Lte  of  deposit,  and  took  and  kept  posBeeeion  of  it  without 
md  of  payment  until  January  19,  1907,  and  -without  ac- 
knowledge of  its  true  legal  character.  Respondent  was 
le  time  a  married  woman  thirty-one  years  of  age,  had 
,  on  a  farm  aU  her  life  except  the  two  years  preceding  the 
Action  in  question,  during  which  time  she  lived  in  the 
ge  with  her  husband,  who  kept  a  livery  stable.  She  had 
tparate  estate  and  had  never  been  in  any  line  of  business, 
■e  was  nothing  to  suggest  a  loan  of  money  from  respond- 
0  the  cashier  personally  unless  it  be  the  check  above  men- 
id.  The  cashier  was  the  principal  executive  officer  of 
lefendant  hank  and  had  full  charge  of  all  its  business, 
lere  was  upon  the  foregoing  facts  at  least  a  question  for 
inry  whether  or  not  the  cashier  understood  that  the  re- 
dent  and  those  speaking  for  her  were  proposing  a  con- 
.  of  deposit  between  respondent  and  the  bank  to  be  made 
3gh  the  cashier  in  his  official  capacity,  and  whether  or 
he  cashier  did  in  this  capacity  assent  to  the  same  or  de- 
adly lead  the  respondent  to  believe  that  ha  assented  to  the 
!,  prior  to  the  execution  of  the  check  in  question.  As  to 
respondent  the  cashier  was  prima  facie  representing  the 
:,  and  he  in  no  way  prior  to  the  execution  of  the  check 
gbt  the  fact  to  her  notice  or  knowledge  that  he  was  act- 
ir  claiming  to  act  in  his  personal  or  individual  capacity, 
contractual  effect  of  passing  out  the  check  under  the  cir- 
jtances  to  an  inexperienced  woman  was  at  least  a  matter 
the  jury.  Kaley  v.  Van  Osirond,  134  Wis.  443,  114 
V.  817.  If  the  easier  intended  that  the  plaintiff  should 
irstand  that  she  was  making  a  contract  with  the  bank  and 
plaintiff  did  so  understand,  that  is  su£Bcient,.tbore  being 
bvlous  consideration  for  such  a  contract.     The  cases  cited 
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by  the  respondent  and  above  noted  amply  sustain  the  at 
itj  of  the  jury  to  find  a  contract  of  deposit  between  tl 
spondent  and  the  bank  upon  this  evidence.  Heim  v. 
Nat.  Bank;  76  Neb.  831,  107  N.  W.  1019,  and  cases. 

The  appellant  next  contends  that  accepting  the  per 
check  of  the  cashier  on  August  28,  1906,  then  failing  1 
amine  it  carefully  or  to  road  it,  and  thereafter  holding  i 
til  January  19, 1907,  without  examination  of  the  check  < 
jcction,  brought  the  case  within  the  rule  of  Bostwick  v. 
L.  Ins.  Co.  116  Wis.  392,  89  N.  W.  538,  93  N.  W.  246 
that  the  trial  court  should  have  directed  a  verdict  for  de 
ant.  There  was  no  request  upon  the  part  of  the  appelli 
have  the  question  of  waiver  or  estoppel  submitted  to  the 
but  it  is  claimed  that  by  reason  of  the  facts  aforesaid,  co 
with  the  fact  that  the  respondent  admitted  that  had  she 
fully  examined  the  cheek  ehe  would  have  known  the  < 
ence  between  that  and  a  certificate  of  deposit,  and  tht 
ther  fact  that  had  she  presented  tbe  check  for  payment  e 
time  within  sixty  days  after  its  receipt  by  her  it  would 
been  paid  by  the  bank,  a  verdict  should  have  been  directs 
the  appellant.  The  check  was  headed  with  the  name  < 
bank,  followed  by  these  words:  "Pay  to  the  order  of 
Thomas  F.  Castdlo  $l,.')-27.04  fifteen  hundred  twenty 
and  four  one-hundredth  s  Dollars.  G.  E,  Soli."  The 
nary  form  of  a  certificate  of  deposit  following  the  same 
ing  would  have  been:  "This  certifies  that  J/rs,  Thorn 
Castello  has  deposited  in  this  bank  $1,527.04  [repeated' 
able  to  her  order  upon  the  return  of  this  certificate  pr< 
indorsed.  G,  E.  Soli,  Cashier."  This  would  probably  1 
lowed  by  a  memorandum  printed  or  stamped  thereon 
ing  to  the  interest  terms.  The  difference  is  very  plaii 
lawyer,  and  the  difference  is  rather  in  substance  than 
pearance  or  form,  and  to  an  inexperienced  person  the  > 
enco  n  not  so  striking  as  to  arouse  attention,  even  t 
■nch  person  might,  upon  carefully  reading  it,  have  obi 
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1  appreciated  tlie  difference.  AVe  must  take  up  this  ques- 
a  upon  the  assumption  that  prior  to  the  delivery  by  the 
bier  of  his  personal  check  to  tbe  respondent  there  was  an 
,1  contract  of  deposit  made  and  concluded  between  the  re- 
mdent  and  tiie  bank  as  found  by  the  jury.  Its  terms  were 
agreed  upon,  and  it  remained  for  the  cashier  to  reduce 
m  to  writing  in  the  form  of  a  certificate  of  deposit.  Bost- 
■k  V.  MtU.  L.  Ins.  Co.  116  Wis.  392,  89  N.  W.  538,  93 
AV.  246,  much  relied  upon  by  appellant,  is  not  in  point, 
at  was  an  action  at  law  to  rescind  a  contract  whereby  the 
urance  company  undertook  to  deliver  a  certain  kind  of  pol- 
or  contract  The  transaction  sought  to  be  rescinded  was 
effect  a  sale  of  several  policies  of  life  insurance  to  Bostwick 
I  others.  The  latter  received  and  retained  for  a  long  time 
thing  purchased  without  carefully  examining  it  for  de- 
^  patent  on  its  face,  and  during  tliis  time  had  the  option, 
s&se  of  death,  to  hold  the  insurance  company  as  insurer. 
;re  was  no  existing  insurance  contract  between  Bostwick 
1  the  company  at  the  time  the  company  sent  in  the  proposed 
icy,  but  the  policy  was  forwarded  to  Bostwick  in  execution 
L  contract  for  the  same  and  under  a  claim  that  it  complied 
h  the  prior  executory  agreement. 

n  the  case  at  bar  there  "was  first  a  valid  oral  contract  be- 
en tbe  bank,  acting  through  its  cashier,  and  the  respondent 
which  the  cashier  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of 
respondent  substituted  a  writing  in  a  form  and  by  a  per- 
entirely  unauthorized.  The  cashier's  check  thus  never 
ime  a  contract  at  all,  because  not  assented  to,  nor  even  a 
posal  to  contract,  because  not  brought  to  the  attention  of 
other  party.  The  prior  oral  contract  could  only  be  re- 
sd  by  mutual  consent  or  discharged  by  release  or  its  en- 
x?nient  prevented  by  estoppel.  There  was  neither  rcvoca- 
,  release,  nor  estoppel  in  the  ease  at  bar  by  mere  ret*n- 
.  of  this  check  without  knowledge  of  its  contents  on  the 
i  of  respondent  and  under  the  mistaken  impression  that  it 
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was  given  pnrsnant  to  and  truly  represented  the  anterior 
contract  of  deposit.  True,  the  acceptance  and  retcntioi 
the  check  was  evidoice  going  to  show  that  the  contract  oi 
posit  was  made  with  the  cashier  personally  and  not  with 
bank,  while  the  aex  and  inexperience  of  the  respondent 
her  apparent  reliance  upon  the  bank,  and  the  fact  that 
did  not  read  or  examine  the  check  or  know  ita  contents^  ; 
facts  tending  to  the  contrary. 

Wairer  must  be  with  knowledge  or  with  reasonable  mi 
of  knowledge  of  the  facts  and  with  intent  to  for^o  s 
right,  although  the  knowledge  may  be  either  actual  or 
structire  and  the  intent  expressed  or  implied.  Pabst  B. 
V.  Milwavkee,  126  Wis.  110,  105  K  W.  563;  McNaug] 
V.  Des  Moines  L.  Ins.  Co.,  ante,  p.  214,  122  US.  W.  ' 
The  probative  effect  of  her  retention  of  the  check  under  e 
circumstances  is  not  so  absolute  as  to  authorise  the  direc 
of  a  verdict  for  the  defendant. 

By  tkg  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  urouit  court  is 
firmed. 


KABiTsa,  Respondent,  vb.  Kabnss,  Appellant 

Beptemler  IS—Octoier  B,  1909L 

A-ppeaJ:  Flnaitio*:  Divorce;  Desertion, 

1.  Where  tbe  trial  conrt  made  bo  speclflc  flndinss  of  foct,  but  ft 

generallr  that  the  allesatlona  of  the  complaint  were  provm 
true,  it  will  be  assumed,  on  appeal,  that  It  found  in  plain 
favor  upon  all  controverted  questlona  of  fact 

2.  In  an  action  for  divorce  a  finding  that  defendant  wllfullr  deB€ 

plaintiff  for  the  statutorr  period  Is  held  not  so  clearlr  a£< 
the  preponderance  of  the  evidence  as  to  warrant  reversal  ol 
JndgmenL 

'Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  conrt  for  D 
county :  E.  W.  Selub,  Circuit  Judge,     Affirmed. 
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The  appeal  is  from  a  judgment  granting  a  divorce  upon 

3  ground  of  wilful  desertion  for  the  period  of  one  year  next 

seeding  the  commencement  of  the  action. 

For  the  appellant  there  waa  a  brief  signed  by  3.  W.  Ka- 

dey,  attorney,  and  Thomas  Carmody,  of  counsel,  and  oral 

jument  hy  Mr,  Macauley. 

J.  R,  Mathews,  ioi  the  respondent 

Babnis,  J,  The  defendant  seeks  a  reversal  on  two 
}imds :  (1)  Plaintiff  failed  to  establish  the  fact  that  he  waa 
resident  of  Wisconsin  for  the  period  of  one  year  prior  to 
!  commencement  of  the  action;  and  (2)  the  evidence  failed 
establish  wilful  desertion. 

The  first  ground  of  error  may  be  dismissed  by  asserting 
it  the  evidence  was  ample  to  establish  the  fact  that  plaint- 
waa  a  resident  of  the  state  the  requisite  length  of  time  be- 
■e  bringing  his  action. 

The  second  ground  of  error  is  more  substantial  There 
s  direct  conflict  in  the  testimony  offered  by  the  respective 
rties  on  most  of  the  material  matters  testified  to.  The 
irt  made  no  specific  findings  of  fact,  but  found  generally 
it  the  all^ations  of  the  complaint  were  proven  and  true. 
1  must  assume  that  it  found  all  controverted  questions  of 
^t  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff.  It  was  not  denied  that  de- 
idant  deserted  the  plaintiff  about  two  weeks  before  he  left 
w  York  and  came  to  Wisconsin.  It  is  likewise  true  that 
'cndant  returned  to  plaintiff's  home  about  eight  days  after 
I  left^  but  the  evidence  would  amply  justify  a  finding  by 
I  court  to  the  effect  that  she  did  not  return  for  the  purpose 
living  with  her  husband,  but  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
■  clothing  and  personal  effects.  It  is  also  true  that  the 
intiff  never  advised  the  defendant  of  hia  whereabouts,  op 
t  hep  any  money  op  provided  for  her  support  after  he  left 
I  state  of  New  York,  except  as  she  realized  a  small  sum  of 
ney  from  aome  property  which  he  had  at  the  time  of  his 
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departure.  But  the  defendant  did  desert  the  plaintil 
fore  he  left  New  York,  and  without  just  cause,  as  the  ■ 
found,  and  as  it  had  a  right  to  find  on  the  testimony, 
defendant  does  not  ckim  that  sho  Teas  ever  either  reac 
Trilling  to  resume  her  marital  relations  with  plaintiff,  e: 
as  she  testified  that  she  returned  to  his  home.  As  ali 
said,  the  court  was  warranted  in  finding  that  she  did  n< 
turn  for  the  purpose  of  living  with  plaintiff.  Upon  the 
of  the  record  we  cannot  say  that  tho  finding  by  the  cou 
wilful  desertion  on  the  part  of  tho  defendant  for  the  s 
tory  period  was  so  clearly  against  the  preponderance  o 
evidence  as  to  warrant  this  court  in  reversing  the  judgi 
By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


ITaelbt,  Kespondent,  vs.  Hablet,  Appellant 

September  10— October  S,  1909. 

Ejectment:  Hiffht  to  poitetaion:  Pleadina:  Defenses:  Veceiiari 
tieM,  how  brought  In:  Equitable  eatatet:  Dower  and  Aomt 
right*  of  widow  in  poMettion, 

t.  One  cannot  recover  fn  ejectment  nnlesa  he  la  entitled  to  p 
slon  at  the  (ime  be  commences  hia  action. 

2.  A  legal  defense  In  ejectment  Is  not  pleadable  as  a  counter* 

since  other^'i^e  by  the  forms  of  pleadings  a  defense  ratal: 
sues  as  matter  of  right  commonly  nnderstood  to  be  triable 
Jury  could  be  80  Interposed  as  to  require  trial  by  the  court 

3.  If  a  i)erson  on  a  sufficient  consideration  agrees  to  convey  re 

tate  to  another  as  his  property  and  puts  such  other  Into  p 
slon  pursuant  thereto,  who  subsequently,  while  In  sucb  p 
slon.  dies  Intestate,  leaving  a  widow  and  children,  the  ci 
stances  utiiig  sucb  Ibat  sucb  person  could  have  been  ]udl 
compelled  to  convey  the  land,  pursuant  to  the  agreement.  I 
executory  vendee  had  he  lived  and  such  person  nevertl 
brings  ejectment  against  the  widow  who  la  in  possession 
her  children,  such  facta  are  a  good  legal  defense,  and  are  i 
able  as  an  equitable  defense  as  well  to  aecure  apfropilate  i 
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In  tbe  situation  above  stated  tbe  defendant  may  have  the  beneBt 
of  ttae  equitable  defense  and  obtain  such  afflnnatlve  relief  as  to 
fully  protect  ber  notwithstanding  her  cblldren  are  not  made  de- 
fendants, unless  tbelr  presence  la  tbe  litigation  Is  necessary  for 
tbelr  due  protection  or  in  order  tbat  a  lull  detennfnatiou  ot  all 
tbe  Issues  may  be  bad. 

In  tbe  contingency  suggested  tbe  court  should  not  dlamtss  tbe  ac- 
tion nor  render  Judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  but  should,  on  bis 
own  motion,  order  the  necessary  parties  brought  In  unless  some 
one  presently  a  party  so  moves. 

In  the  situation  stated  in  number  i  tbe  widow  for  ber  life  or 
widowhood  is  tbe  equitable  owner  ot  the  homestead.  It  there  Iw 
one,  with  tbe  right  to  be  clothed  with  tbe  legal  title  to  that 
extent  and  the  owner  ot  a  dower  right  In  tbe  otber  lands,  if 
there  be  such,  with  tbe  right  to  be  clothed  with  such  title  as 
will  fully  protect  such  dower  right. 

It  a  widow  with  her  cblldren  is  left  by  tbe  death  of  ber  husband 
tn  possession  of  land  in  which  she  has  a  dower  right  she  may  at 
law  maintain  tbat  position  without  having  her  dower  assigned. 

A  widow's  dower  in  land  will  enable  ber  not  only  to  defend  her 
possession  if  left  therein  with  ber  children  by  her  husband  at 
bis  decease,  without  having  such  dower  assigned,  but  whether 
she  has  issue  by  sucb  husband  or  not  she  may  maintain  eject- 
ment to  obtain  sucb  dower. 

The  homestead  right  which  descends  as  sucb  on  the  death  of  a 
husband  leaving  a  widow  and  children,  attaches  to  th«  home 
property  even  though  the  busband  had  only  the  full  equitable 
title  thereto. 

A  full  equitable  title  to  real  estate  and  like  beneficial  interest 
therein,  the  bolder  of  the  legal  title  having  no  duty  to  perform 
In  respect  to  tbe  property  except  to  convey  the  legal  title  to  the 
owner  of  the  equitable  title,  Is  an  estate  ot  inheritance  within 
the  meaning  of  tbs  dower  statute. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.J 

ippEAL  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dunn 
ntj:  E.  W.  Helms,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 
Action  of  ejectment. 

rhe  matter  litigated  and  basis  for  judgment  as  indicated 
the  findings  may  be  concisely  stated  thus:  Plaintiff  holds 
legal  title  to  the  premises  in  dispute  consisting  of  eighty 
es  of  land.     He  is  the  father  of  Charlea  Harlej,  who  died 
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intestate  August  12,  1903,  leaving  surviving  the  defen 
his  widow,  and  three  children.  Prior  to  the  marriage  ( 
fendant  and  Charles  plaintiff  gave  the  latter  the  real  < 
mentioned  with  the  underetanding  that  he  and  defer 
should  beoome  man  and  wife  and  move  upon,  occupy, 
improve  the  premises  as  the  property  of  Charles.  He 
title  was  never  parted  with  by  plaintiff.  The  marriage 
templated  took  place  and  all  conditions  of  the  gift  wen 
isfied  by  defendant  and  Charles  taking  possession  of 
premises  as  property  of  the  latter  and  tb^r  occupying 
using  the  same  as  such  thereafter  with  plaintiff's  approh 
till  Charles  died,  during  which  time  he  made  valuable 
provements  upon  the  land  supposing  that  be  was  the 
owner  thereof  and  that  plaintiff  would  convey  the  san 
bim  as  be  had  promised  to  da  September  23,  1907, 
long  after  the  commencement  of  this  action,  defendan 
came  the  wife  of  one  Johnson.  She  was  in  possession  o 
premises  in  dispute  with  her  children  at  the  time  this  a< 
was  commenced  and  has  been  so  circumstanced  since 
death  of  her  husband.  No  assignment  of  dower  has 
made  to  her. 

On  such  facts,  notwithstanding  defendant  pleaded  al 
facts  stated  as  aforesaid  as  a  defense  and  also  as  a  cou: 
claim  and  prayed  for  judgment  requiring  plaintiff  to  c 
out  his  agreement  with  Charles  by  conveying  the  prei 
vesting  in  her  and  her  children  the  title  whidi  would 
come  to  them  upon  the  death  of  Charles  had  be  died  « 
of  the  legal  title,  the  court  decided  that,  since  plaintiff 
the  legal  title,  defendant  could  not  prevail  in  ejectmen 
her  equitable  defense,  neither  could  she  prevail  on  her  c 
terclaim  without  presence  in  tbe  litigation  of  her  child 
and  that  though  plaintiff  had  no  ri^t  to  possession  of 
premises  as  against  the  heirs  of  Charles,  since  she  was  no 
titled  to  possession  by  virtue  of  any  dower  interest,  plai 
was  entitled  to  recover. 
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/.  R.  MaihevTS  and  B.  E.  Bvndy,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  tliere  waa  a  brief  by  Arthur  H.  Shoe- 
aker  and  J.  W.  Macavley,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Skoe- 
aker, 

Mabshaxx,  J.  Hie  learned  tiial  court  decided  this  case 
pen  the  theory  that^  because  of  plaintiff  having  the  bare 
gal  title  to  tie  property  in  question  without  any  real  right 
I  poesession, — ^the  whole  equitable  title  and  beneficial  inter- 
t  beings  as  was  supposed,  in  tlie  minor  heirs  of  the  deceased 
isband  of  appellant  and,  necessarily,  also  tbe  right  to  be 
othed  with  tbe  Ic^l  title, — he  was  entitled  to  recover,  since, 
I  the  coart  held,  the  facts  could  only  prevail  in  equity  as 
^nst  him  at  tbe  suit  fd  tbe  minors  who  were  not  parties 
this  pction. 

The  grounds  for  tbe  judgment  are  quite  novel.  They  seeni 
fatally  conflict  witb  tbe  elementary  principle  that  in  order 
enable  a  person  to  recover  in  ejectment  be  must  at  least  bo 
ititled  to  possession  of  the  property  in  dispute  at  tbe  time  of 
mmencing  the  action.  One  may  have  the  legal  or  equitable 
tie  without  tbe  right  of  possession,  in  which  case,  obviously, 
)  cannot  recover  in  ejectment,  and  the  facts  showing  that  be 
IS  no  such  right  constitute  a  legal  defense  and  so  not  only 
ted  not,  but  cannot  properly,  be  interposed  as  an  equitable 
^fense  in  the  form  of  a  counterclaim.  Page  v.  Kervnan,  38 
'is.  320 ;  Lawe  v.  Hyde,  39  Wis.  345,  854 ;  Fermoyer  v.  Al- 
n,  61  Wis.  360,  8  N.  W.  268 ;  Brown  v.  Cohn.  88  Wis.  627, 
)  N.  W.  826 ;  Appleion  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Fox  River  P.  Co.  Ill 
'is.  465,  87  N.  W.  453.  The  reason  thereof  is  that  the  stat- 
e  (sec.  3078,  Stats.  1898)  as  it  has  been  construed  prorides 
at  equitable  defenses  only  must  be  pleaded  in  form  as 
unterclaims  and  the  issues  be  tried  by  the  court  Lombard 
Cowham,  34  Wis.  486;  Du  Font  v.  Davis,  35  Wis.  631; 
iwre  V.  Hyde,  39  Wis.  345 ;  Stowell  v.  Eldred,  39  Wis.  614  j 
ichs  V.  Treat,  41  Wis.  404;  Dobbs  v.  Kellogg,  53  Wis.  448, 
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re  been  recc^fnized  as  an  equitable  defense  under  tlie  stat- 
.  Ilegar  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  26  Wis.  624;  Fisher  v. 
tolicb,  13  Wis,  321.  Facta  in  goneral  going  to  sliow  that^ 
equity,  plaintiff  in  ejectment  is  not  entitled  to  possession 

reason  of  the  right  in  that  regard  being  in  defendant  or 

latter  and  otiiers  under  whom  he  rightfully  claims,  have 
n  so  recognized,  Prentiss  v.  Brewer,  17  Wis.  635;  Du 
rU  V.  Davis,  35  Wis.  631,  639.  Therefore,  the  ground 
m  which  the  learned  trial  court  refused  appellant  tbe  beno- 
)f  the  defense  pleaded  as  a  counterclaim  is  untenable. 
'f  the  preceding  were  not  correct  the  facts  pleaded  can- 
uted  a  plain  legal  defense  to  tlie  action  aa  to  the  home- 
id  forty  because  a  legal  right  to  a  full  equitable  title  to 
t  descended  to  respondent  to  hold  for  life  or  during  the 
iod  of  her  widowhood  (see.  2271,  Stats,  1898),  and  was 
re  vested  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  action 
t  for  a  long  time  thereafter,  as  indicated  in  the  statement 
facts.  Moreover,  she  was  entitled  to  possession  of  the 
ale  with  hor  children,  who  were  tlie  real  equitable  owners, 
their  representative,  subject  to  the  homestead  right  and 
ifer  right,  in  case  of  there  being  any,  against  any  person 

having  a  better  right. 

rhe  appellant  had  an  undoubted  right,  upon  the  facts 
ad  as  matter  of  defense  and  found,  to  judgment  establish- 

her  right  of  possession.  She  also  had  a  right,  on  the  same 
ts  pleaded  as  a  counterclaim,  to  have  the  ailirmative  relief 
ed  in  confirmation  and  protection  of  her  homestead  right, 
reover,  if  it  were  necessary  for  the  other  heirs  to  be  before 

court  for  their  due  protection,  or  because  a  complete  de- 
nination  of  the  controversy  was  otherwise  impossible, 
ich  does  not  seem  to  be  the  case,  they  should  have  been 
ught  in  under  sec.  2610,  Stats.  (1898),  whether  there  was 
M^uest  therefor  by  either  party  or  not,  instead  of  rendering 
Igment  for  plaintiff  with  costs,  as  was  done.  Sec.  2610, 
.ts.  (1898) ;  McDovgald  v.  New  Richmond  R.  M.  Co.  125 
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■Wia.  121,  129,  103  N.  W.  244;  Dahlman  v.  Milwaukee. 
Wis.  468,  475,  110.  N.  W.  483;  Hagan  r.  McDermott, 
Wis.  490,  494,  115  N.  W.  138. 

The  trial  court  suggested  without  deciding,  that  appf 
was  net  entitled  to  dower  in  the  property  under  sec  ' 
Stats.  (1898),  since  her  husband  died  seised  of  an  equi 
title  only.  If  that  be  wrong  tlie  judgment  is  dearlj  er 
ous,  since,  where  one  has  an  unaseigned  dower  right  ai 
left,  at  the  death  of  her  husband,  with  her  children  in  p< 
sion  of  the  property  in  which  such  right  subsists,  she  ms 
tain  such  possession  by  virtue  of  see.  3872,  Stata.  (If 
without  having  such  dower  assigned.  She  may  assert 
right  eSectively  in  ejectment  both  for  defense  and  at 
Sec.  3094,  Stats.  (1898).  Here  again,  as  at  substanl 
all  points  in  the  matter  of  judicial  procedure,  the  Code 
erns,  not  the  common  law. 

The  question  of  whether  a  widow  is  entitled  to  dowi 
real  estate  of  which  her  husband  dies  possessed  of  only  a 
equitable  title,  has  been  recently  considered  and  reaolvf 
the  negative  by  this  court  in  Will  of  Prasser,  ante,  p 
121  N.  W.  643.  It  was  there  said  that  an  estate  of  inl 
ance,  as  the  term  is  used  in  the  statute,  is  just  what 
term  signified  at  common  law,  consequently  that  the  si 
gives  dower  only  out  of  legal  estates.  But  where  the 
band  dies  seised  of  the  full  equitable  title  and  the  ov/ji' 
the  whole  beneficial  interest,  with  only  the  mere  legal 
outstanding  in  a  person  having  no  duty  to  perform  in  re 
to  the  property,  as  in  this  case,  but  to  convey  it  to  the 
table  owner,  the  estate  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a 
estate, — an  estate  of  inheritance,  within  the  meaning  o: 
statute,  in  which  the  wife  is  entitled  to  dower. 

The  last  foregoing  may  be,  and  probably  is,  out  of  hari 
with  some  decisions  elsewhere  under  statutes  similar  to 
but  it  needs  and  will  have  no  defense  at  this  time  by  i 
ence  to  supporting  authorities.  It  is  in  harmony  witl 
doctrine  of  this  court  that  the  dower  ri^t  is  to  be  favon 
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,  law  (Munger  v.  Pcrhins,  02  Wis.  499,  22  N.  W.  511), 
1  the  better  rule  as  we  are  constrained  to  believe.  If  the 
tute  will  reasonably  permit  of  a  construction  which  will 
e  the  dower  right  and  also  one  which  will  defeat  it,  and 
;re  la  uncertainty  as  to  which  was  in  the  minds  of  the  law- 
yers when  the  statute  was  adopted,  the  former  should  pre- 
IL  At  such  time,  as  now,  6uch  an  interest  in  real  prop- 
j  as  that  of  which  appellant's  husband  died  possessed  waa 
;ardcd  as  realty;  an  estate  of  inheritance,  in  the  broad 
ise  of  the  term,  which  passes  to  the  heirs  and  to  which  the 
mestead  right  attaches.  Chopin  v.  Runte,  75  Wis.  361,  44 
W.  258.  We  are  entirely  satisfied  with  the  decision  re- 
itly  rendered,  treating  a  full  equitable  title  and  ownership 
the  entire  beneficial  interest  in  realty  and  right  to  be  im- 
;diately  clothed  with  the  legal  title,  as  here,  as  substantially 
egal  estate  and  witJiin  the  meaning  of  the  dower  statute. 
By  the  Court. — The  judgment  is  reversed,  and  cause  re- 
mded  with  directions  to  render  judgment  in  appellant's 
for  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 


Timlin,  J.,  dissenta. 


iPA  Vai-let  Wine  Compaitt,  Respondent,  vs.  Caranova 
and  another,  Appellants. 
EeptemleT  16 — October  5,  1909. 
ency:  LialiUty  of  princijtal  for  pitrchatea:  Secret  agreement  limit- 
ing authority. 
Derendants  baring  sold  the  etocli  ot  liquors  and  glaesware  used  In 
&  saloon  business  and  turned  tbe  business  over  to  the  pnrcbaser, 
to  be  continued  by  blm  In  their  name,  under  llcenoes  Issued  to 
them,  until  the  purchase  price  and  coet  of  the  llcenaea  waa 
repaid,  a  private  and  undisclosed  aKreement  that  he  should  not 
commit  them  to  liability  tor  supplies  purchased  by  him  for  the 
buslaess  would  not  protect  them  against  a  claim  for  such  sup- 
plies by  one  who  dealt  with  him  In  tbe  ordinate  line  of  aucb 
business  without  knowledge  of  the  restriction. 
Vol..  140—10 
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Appeai.  from  a.  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  ( 
counly:  E.  W.  Helms,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  defendants,  copartners,  conducted  a  brewery  bus 
at  Hudson,  Wisconsin,  They  had  come  into  ownersh; 
the  stock,  furniture,  fixtures,  and  lease  of  a  saloon  at  Si 
seph,  and  were  conducting  the  same  tlirough  an  empl 
when  they  effected  a  sale  to  one  McMahon  of  tJie  stock  o 
uors  and  glassware;  the  defendants  retaining  the  lease 
furniture  and  agreeing  to  procure  the  licenses,  both  stat< 
municipal,  in  their  own  name,  whereupon  McMahon  w 
take  over  the  business  and  pay  over  to  the  defendants, 
sales,  as  rapidly  as  possible,  the  purchase  price  and  the 
of  the  licenses.  This  he  proceeded  to  do,  with  the  lie 
publicly  exhibited  inside  and  a  sign  of  the  defendants' 
on  the  exterior  of  the  building.  The  plaintiff  sold  Mc^ 
a  quantity  of  liquors  for  nse  in  the  saloon  upon  McMa 
statement  that  he  was  running  the  saloon  for  the  defenc 
which  he  confirmed  by  calling  attention  to  the  licenses, 
fendanta  refusing  to  pay,  this  action  was  brou^t  a^ 
them. 

The  court  found  as  a  fact  "from  all  the  transactions  » 
panying  the  installation  of  McMahon  that  it  was  undei 
between  him  and  the  defendants  that  the  business  of  rm 
such  saloon  should  be  continued  in  the  name  of  the  de 
ants."  Also  that  the  goods  were  sold  upon  the  beliei 
ihc  business  was  being  conducted  for  and  in  behalf  of  tl 
fendanta  and  were  used  in  such  business.  Accordingly 
mcnt  was  rendered  for  the  plaintiff  for  die  unpaid  bs 
of  the  purchase,  some  $60,  from  which  the  defendani 
peal. 

A.  J.  Kinney,  for  the  appellants. 
For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  ty  Baker  <£  B 
and  oral  argument  by  Spender  Haven. 

Dodge,  J.  While,  as  the  trial  court  saya,  the  evide: 
somewhat  nebulous  and  indefinite  as  to  what  the  partji 
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stood,  jet  there  was  &  fair  issue  of  fact  for  that  court  to 
ide.  The  evidence  does  not  preponderate  at  all  clearly 
inst  his  conclusion  that  the  intention  was  that  the  business 
uld  be  run  aa  that  of  the  defendants  until  they  werB  reim- 
aed  the  amount  of  Mcilahon's  indebtedaees  to  them ;  and 
t  one  of  the  usual  and  essential  powers  incident  to  the 
Lniog  of  such  a  business,  remote  from  the  principal's  resi- 
ice,  is  the  purchase  of  supplies  to  be  used  therein.  This 
Qg  so,  a  private  and  undisclosed  agreement  that  he  should 
commit  defendants  to  liability  for  such  purchases  would 
protect  them  against  a  claim  by  one  dealing  with  McHa- 
i  in  the  ordinary  line  of  such  business  without  knowledge 
?ueh  restriction.  Roche  v.  Penninglon,  90  Wis.  107,  112, 
N.  W.  946;  McDermoti  v.  Jackson,  97  Wis.  64,  71,  73 
W.  375 ;  Parr  v.  Northern  E.  Mfg.  Co.  117  Wis.  378,  287, 
N.  W.  1099;  Ahrohams  V.  SeviUon.  129  Wis.  235,  107 
W.  656;  Ferris  v.  Kilmer,  48  N.  Y.  300,  304. 
B^  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


XL  OF  Mui.t.a!t:  Fowlbb,  by  guardian  ad  Ulem,  Appel- 
lant, va.  Ceasdaxl,  Kespondent 
September  IB — October  S,  1909. 
Wilts:  Mental  capacttv:  Undtte  inltuence:  Evidence. 

Evidence  showlns.  among  otiier  things,  tliat  althougb  the  facul- 
ties of  a  testatrix  were  somewhat  Impaired  by  age  she  still  had 
mentAl  powers  sufnclent  to  call  to  mind  the  partlcniars  of  her 
bnslnesB  and  to  hold  them  In  mind  for  such  a  time  as  to  per- 
ceive and  understand  their  obvious  relations  and  to  form  a  ra^ 
tlonal  Judgment  In  respect  to  them,  Is  helA  to  sustain  a  Ondlng 
that  she  had  sufllclent  mental  capacity  to  make  a  will. 

Kvldence  which,  among  other  things,  fails  to  show  any  solicita- 
tion hy  any  one  for  the  malting  of  the  will,  or  that  the  testatrix 
was  susceptible  to  the  Influence  of  others  in  such  matters.  Is 
Acid  to  sustain  a  finding  thnt  the  execution  of  the  will  was  not 
procured  by  undue  influence. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  tLe  circuit  court  for 
county:  E.  W.  Hslms,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  proceeding  was  commenced  in  the  counly  coi] 
Dmm  county  by  a  petition  for  the  probate  of  the  will  of 
R.  Mullan,  deceased.  A  contest  was  filed  to  the  probi 
behalf  of  HaiUe  Fowler,  an  insane  daughter  and  the  soli 
ftt  law  of  the  deceased.  The  county  court  found  that  tli 
tatrix  did  not  have  sufficient  mental  capacity  to  make  i 
at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  the  alleged  will  and  thi 
execution  of  it  was  obtained  by  fraud  and  undue  infli 
Probate  of  the  writing  was  denied.  Upon  appeal  to  th 
cutt  court  judgment  was  entered  reversing  the  judgmc 
the  county  court  and  ordering  the  probate  of  the  alleged 
This  is  an  appeal  from  such  judgment 

Mary  R,  Mullan  died  at  Red  Wing,  Hinneeota,  Feb 
33,  1908,  aged  seventy-four  and  one-half  years.  The  a] 
will  was  executed  two  months  before  at  the  residence  of 
CnmdaU  in  Red  Wing,  to  which  the  deceased  had  g  me  i 
previous  October  from  her  home  at  llenomonie,  Wisct 
Haitie  Fowler,  a  daughter  and  the  sole  heir  at  law  of  ti 
ceased,  is  the  contestant.  Slie  has  been  confined  in  a  o 
insane  asylum  since  1892.  Tlie  deceased  also  left  sun 
hor  three  sisters  and  four  brothers.  Maggie  Crandal 
wife  of  R.  D.  Crandall,  was  taken  into  the  home  of  tl 
ceased  when  she  was  seven  years  of  age,  and  continii 
live  there  unlil  her  marriage.  She  was  never  adoptee 
ia  referred  to  in  the  will  as  the  adopted  daughter  of  tl 
ceased.  After  providing  for  the  debts  of  the  deeeueoi 
for  funeral  expenses,  the  will  gives  Haitie  Fowler  $^ 
$10  is  given  to  each  of  the  brothers  and  sisters  of  ti 
ceased ;  and  the  reeidue  of  the  estate  is  then  devised  to  U 
Crandall  and  her  husband.  The  docease<l  at  the  time  > 
dciith  (Mjssossed  about  $100  worth  of  personal  property, 
balance  of  her  ©state,  between  $26,000  and  $28,000,  con 
of  real  estate,  about  one  half  of  which  was  situated  in  1 
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ta  and  one  half  in  Wi3eonsin,     Her  indebtedness,  exclusive 

$1,000  incurred  aa  funeral  expenses,  was  from  $5,000  to 
1,000.  The  estate  of  the  deceased  had  been  accumulated  by 
nducting  a  millinery  store  in  Menomonie.  She  had  been 
'ice  married;  her  first  husband  dyiug  some  fifteen  years 
fore  she  did,  and  her  second  husband  four  or  five  years  he- 
re. 

In  behalf  of  the  contestant  of  the  will  it  is  claimed  that  the 
idencd  introduced  shows  that  the  deceased  was  of  insufB- 
mt  mental  capacity  to  make  a  wiU;  that  she  was  physically 
lak  and  feeble,  and  that  her  mental  faculties  had  become 
■paired  to  such  an  extent  that  she  was  unable  to  compre- 
nd  and  understand  her  business  affairs;  that  she  was  un- 
le  to  keep  in  mind  her  relationship  and  natural  obligations 

her  daughter  and  relatives,  and  lost  mental  control  of  her- 
If  and  her  property  to  an  extent  which  evinced  her  incapac- 
,'  to  transact  business  or  to  make  a  wiU;  and  that  this  con- 
tion  had  existed  for  a  considerable  time  before  the  making 

the  will  in  question.  It  is  also  claimed  that  she  was  so 
.duly  infiuenced  by  one  Eoardman  and  the  Orandalls  to 
ike  this  win  that  it  is  not  the  expression  of  her  wishes  and 
sires  in  the  final  disposition  of  her  property,  and  that  there- 
re  it  was  a  fraudulent  proceeding  by  these  parties  for  their 
rsonal  gain  and  benefit.  On  the  other  hand  it  is  claimed 
at  the  evidence  shows  that  the  deceased  had  never  been  a 
od  manager  of  her  property;  that  the  feebleness  of  body 
d  dullness  of  the  senses  were  only  the  accompaniments  of 
e,  and  that  the  insistence  of  the  deceased  for  participation 

her  numerous  business  transactions  indicates  that  she  re- 
ined an  unusual  and  sufficient  mental  capacity  to  do  busi- 
s3  and  to  attend  to  her  affairs;  that,  far  from  being  the 
:tim  of  undue  influence,  she  was  a  self-reliant  and  assertive 
rson  and  always  attended  to  her  affairs;  that  she  fully 
mprehended  and  understood  them,  and  acted  freely  in  the 
iking  of  the  wiU  and  the  disposition  of  her  property. 
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After  a  full  hearing  the  circuit  court  held  that  sha  '. 

fufficient  mental  capacity  to  make  a  will  and  that  she  waa 

induced  to  make  it  hj  the  undue  influence  of  others.     ' 

court  ordered  the  will  admitted  to  probate. 

/.  B.  Mathews  and  R.  E.  Bundy,  for  the  appellant 
For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  hy  Freeman  <£  F 

man,  and  oral  argument  by  C.  E.  Freeman. 

SiRBECKER,  J.  It  is  argued  that  the  trial  court's  fine 
that  the  testatrix  had  mental  capacity  to  make  the  wil 
against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  In  pas 
on  this  question  the  fact  that  the  trial  court  had  the  fullest 
portunity  to  observe  the  witnesses  while  testifying  and  to  , 
proper  weight  to  their  evidence  must  not  be  overlooked, 
conclusions,  therefore,  are  of  weight  and  cannot  be  distui 
unless  it  is  apparent  from  an  ezarainatJ(Hi  of  the  evidi 
that  they  are  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evide 
It  is  strenuou^y  asserted  that  the  evidence  clearly  shows 
Mrs.  Mullan  was  so  weak  mentally  at  the  time  the  will 
made  that  she  was  incapable  of  understanding  and  com 
bending  the  nature  of  the  act,  the  extent  of  the  disposi 
made  by  the  will,  who  were  the  natural  objects  of  her  bou 
and  the  manner  in  which  she  desired  that  disposition  sh 
be  effected.  Heliance  for  this  contention  rests  mainly  on 
evidence  tonding  to  show  the  diangc  in  her  physical  ht 
and  strength,  her  changed  mental  attitude,  and  her  unsuc 
ful  administration  of  her  business  and  financial  affairs  ii 
later  period  of  her  life.  It  is  undisputed  that  she  had 
an  intelligent  person  of  strong  will  and  fair  business  ab 
in  the  prime  of  her  life.  She  had  always  evinced  the  < 
Bctcristics  of  independence  and  eelf-relianoe  in  the  con 
of  her  affairs.  An  examination  of  the  evidence  disc 
tliat  these  characteristics  were  impaired  in  ber  old  age, 
there  was  not  such  a  degree  of  impairment  of  her  fact 
and  abilities  in  comprehending  and  understanding  her 
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sa  affairs  as  constitutes  mental  incompetencj  to  make  a 
11.  It  is  shown  that  ebe  Btill  possessed  mental  powers  suf- 
ient  to  call  to  mind  the  particulars  of  her  business  and  the 
airs  of  life,  and  to  hold  them  in  mind  for  such  a  time  as 

perceive  and  understand  their  obvious  relations  and  to 
rm  a  rational  judgmeut  in  relation  to  tliem.  This  condl- 
•n  of  her  mental  faculties  evinced  Sufficient  mental  capacity 
enable  her  to  make  a  will. 

As  to  whether  the  testatrix  was  undul;  inSuenced  to  make 
is  will,  we  are  persuaded  that  the  trial  court  in  its  opinion 
rrectly  expresses  the  state  of  the  evidence  on  this  issue.  He 
und  that  the  evidence  was  devoid  of  anything  showing  any 
licitation  by  Crandall  or  his  wife  or  any  other  person  for 
e  making  of  this  wiU,  that  the  evidence  is  well-nigh  barren 

facts  tending  to  show  that  she  was  susceptible  of  being  in- 
lenced  in  dealing  with  her  property,  and  that  her  acts  and 
nduct  refute  the  claim  that  she  was  susceptible  to  the  in- 
lence  of  others  in  these  matters.  Her  attitude  toward  the 
■andalls  and  others  dealing  with  her  was  that  of  a  self- 
Ued  and  self-reliant  person.  ^Vhile  the  transacticm  of  the 
ttlement  with  her  tenant  and  the  giving  of  the  powers  of  at- 
mey  to  Crandall  and  Boardman  ahow  a  want  of  good  busi- 
SB  management  and  may  indicate  a  want  of  fair  dealisg 
th  her  by  all  of  these  persona,  it  is  not  sufficient  to  show 
at  she  was  in  fact  unduly  inBueuced  by  them  to  make  this 
th  We  must  hold  that  the  trial  court's  conclusion  on  this 
estion  cannot  be  disturbed  by  this  eou;^,  and  that  the  judg- 
mt  admitting  the  will  to  probate  was  coriecb 
By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed 
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Vettbb,  Administrator,  Appellant,  vs.  SouTniaut  Wis 
BiM  Katlway  Company,  Kespondent 
September  16 — October  5,  1903. 

Street  ratJways:  Collision  Kitk  vehicle  near  track:  Duty  to  looi 
iUten  for  car:  contrihutarj/  negligence:  Quettion  of  law:  8\ 
verdict:  Inconsistent  findings:  Changing  ansicer, 

1.  Tlie  queation  ot  contributory  negngenc©  ts  or  may  be  a  i 
Question  at  law  and  fact,  but  when  facts  are  found  In  a  b] 
verdict  showing  contributory  negligence  without  room  foi 
fllctlng  Inferences,  the  conclUHlon  of  law  necessarily  fo 
ftnd  the  court  may  properly  change  the  answer  to  another 
tlon  whereby  the  jury  flnda  that  therv  waa  no  contributor] 
Ilgence. 

8.  In  an  action  for  death  of  a  person  caused  by  coUlalon  betwee 
wagon  and  a  street  cor  which  came  from  behind,  findings 
special  verdict,  Bupported  by  the  evidence,  that  before  bis 
entered  upon  the  track  or  went  so  near  that  the  car  coul 
pasB  without  striking  his  wagon  the  deceased  did  not  la 
listen  for  the  approach  of  the  car  from  the  rear,  and  th. 
the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  and  prudence  he  could  have 
the  car  In  time  to  have  avoided  the  accident,  eBtabllEh  tbt 
trlbutory  negligence  of  the  deceased  and  are  not  nullified 
further  finding  that  he  was  not  guilty  ot  such  negligence. 

3.  A  person  driving  on  the  highway  Is  bound  to  loolc  and  llste 
the  approach  of  a  street  car  before  going  so  near  the  trach 
a  car  cannot  pass  without  striking  hla  wagon;  and  It  Is  I 
terlal  In  such  a  case  whether  or  not  he  Intends  to  drive  up 
across  the  track. 

[Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  tLe  circuit  court  for  ] 
county;  Jame3  O'Nbill,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  ibe  administrator  to  rc< 
damages  for  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  defendant  cai 
the  death  of  plaintiff's  intestate.  The  negligence  allegi 
in  the  careless  operation  of  defendant's  car  and  the  fa 
to  warn  the  deceased  of  the  approach  of  said  car.  Th( 
swer  denies  generally  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  an 
leges  contributory  negligence  of  plaintiff's  intestate. 
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se  waa  Bubmitted  to  tlie  jury  and  the  following  verdict  re- 
med: 

"(1)  At  what  rate  of  speed  was  defendant's  car  moving  at 
e  time  of  the  accident?     A.  Eight  milea  per  hour. 
"(2)  At  what  rate  of  speed  waa  the  deceased  driving  his 
im  at  the  time  of  the  accident  1     A.  Three  and  one-half 
iles  per  hour. 

"(3)  After  turning  from  Emerald  street  into  Park  street 
.d  while  approaching  the  place  of  accident,  waa  the  bell  or 
ng  of  the  defendant's  car  sounded?  A.  Tea. 
"(4)  Did  the  motorman  try  to  stop  the  car  as  soon  as  it 
IS  apparent  that  there  might  be  a  collision  ?  A.  Yes. 
*'(5)  Was  the  motorman  guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary 
re  in  the  operation  of  hia  car  at  the  time  of  the  accident  \ 
Tea. 

"(6)  If  you  answer  the  last  question  'Yes,'  then  was  such 
tnt  of  ordinary  care  the  proximate  cause  of  the  death  of  the 
ceased?    A.  Yes. 

*'(7)  Did  the  deceased,  before  his  team  entered  upon  the 
ick  or  went  so  near  it  that  the  car  could  not  pass  him  with- 
t  hitting  his  wagon,  look  and  listen  for  the  approach  of  a 
r  from  the  rear  \    A,  No. 

"(8)  Could  the  deceased,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care 
d  prudence,  have  seen  the  approaching  car  in  time  to  have 
oided  the  accident?     A,  Yes. 

"(9)  Was  the  deceased  guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary  care 
lich  contributed  to  the  accident?     A.  No. 
"(10)  In  case  the  court  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  the 
lintiS  is  entitled  to  recover,  at  what  sum  do  vou  assess  his 
mages  ?     A.  $6,000." 

Before  the  special  verdict  waa  suhmitted  to  the  jury  plaint- 
objected  to  questions  Nos.  1,  2,  4,  and  7  for  the  reason  that 
;y  did  not  call  for  a  response  to  any  issue  raised  by  the 
■adings,  but  called  for  a  finding  of  an  evidentiary  char- 
et,  and  also  requested  the  court  to  submit  a  question,  to  be 
mbered  3},  as  follows:  "If  your  answer  to  the  third  ques- 
n  is  'Yes,'  then  what  distance  was  the  motorman  from  de- 
iBcd's  vehicle  at  the  time  the  bell  or  gong  was  sounded  %  " 
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And  also  requested  that  the  court  substitute  for  qu( 
No.  7  two  questions  as  follows: 

"No,  7.  Was  deceased,  just  before  the  accident,  intei 
to  drive  upon  or  across  the  track  of  the  defendant  f 

"No.  7^.  If  you  answer  the  last  question  'Tea,'  tbei 
deceased,  before  nearing  or  entering  upon  said  track, 
and  listen  for  the  approach  of  a  car  from  the  rear?  " — 
Tvhich  requests  vere  denied  and  due  exceptions  taken. 

The  usual  motions  were  made  for  judgment  on  the  vt 
and  to  change  the  answers  to  questions  in  the  verdict 
court  changed  the  answer  "Tea''  to  question  No.  5  to  " 
and  changed  the  answer  "No"  to  the  ninth  question  to  '" 
and  granted  the  defendant's  motion  for  judgment  on  tht 
diet  dismissing  the  complaint.  Flaintifi  moved  for  a 
trial,  which  was  denied,  and  judgment  was  rendered  fo 
defendant  dismissing  the  complaint,  from  which  this  aj 
was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Miner  £  Elver 
oral  argument  by  F.  M.  Miner. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  £  Schub 
and  oral  argument  by  B.  W.  Jones. 

Kkrwin,  J.  The  accident  complained  of  occurrw 
South  Park  street  in  the  city  of  Madison,  between  Erin  e 
and  tlie  city  limits.  South  Park  street  is  a  maoadan 
street  with  cement  curbs,  practically  level,  and  running 
northerly  and  southerly  direction.  It  is  thirty-six  feet 
from  curb  to  curb,  with  a  street-car  track  in  the  cenf«r  a 
space  of  fifteen  and  one-half  feet  between  the  rail  anc 
curb.  Commencing  at  a  point  about  seventy-five  feet  : 
the  city  limits  the  track  of  the  defendant  begins  to  cup 
make  the  turn  onto  Oregon  road,  somewhat  narrowing 
space  between  the  rail  and  the  east  curb  of  the  street^  so 
at  the  city  limitP  this  space  is  only  about  nine  feet  < 
inches  wide.     Erin  and  Emerald  streeta  meet  South  ] 
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set  at  right  anglea.  The  block  between  Erin  and  Emerald 
sets  is  about  316  feet  long,  and  the  block  between  Erin 
Bet  and  the  city  Uniits  is  162  feet  Defendant's  streetxiar 
cb  runs  on  Emerald  street,  turns  on  South  Park  street 
1  runs  southerly  on  Oregon  road.  The  greater  part  of  the 
ck  between  Erin  and  Emerald  streets  is  vacant  and  prac- 
illy  unobstructed,  so  that  one  driving  along  South  Park 
eet  between  Emerald  and  Erin  streeta  can  look  for  some 
tance  up  Emerald  street. 

Dn  the  day  in  question,  about  3  o'clock,  the  deceased  was 
ving  a  team  of  horses  attaclied  to  a  broad-tired  lumber 
^n  with  a  box  thereon  south  along  the  east  side  of  the 
?et  between  Emerald  street  and  the  city  limits,  sitting  on 
igh  eeat,  with  the  reins  around  his  body  over  his  shoulder, 
e  street  between  him  and  the  city  limits,  as  well  as  between 
a- and  Emerald  street,  was  unobstructed.  While  thus  driv- 
his  team,  one  of  the  defendant's  cars  turned  from  Emer- 
street  onto  South  Park  street.  There  is  evidence  tending 
ihow  that  when  the  car  was  within  less  than  thirty  feet  of 
eased  he  drove  onto  or  close  to  the  track  and  directly  out 
in,  but  not  soon  enough  to  prevent  a  collision  between  the 
d  wheel  of  his  wagon  and  defendant's  car,  which  collision 
■duced  the  injury  complained  of. 

rhe  jury  found  by  their  answers  to  the  seventh  and  eighth- 
stions  that  before  deceased's  team  entered  upon  the  track 
went  so  near  that  the  car  could  not  pass  without  striking 
wagon,  be  did  not  look  and  listen  for  the  approach  of  a 
from  the  rear,  and  also  that  he  could,  by  the  exercise  of" 
inary  care  and  prudence,  have  seen  the  approaching  car 
time  to  have  avoided  the  accident.  These  findings  are 
ly  supported  by  the  evidence  and  entitle  the  defendant  t» 
gment  on  the  verdict  unless  their  effect  be  nullified  by  the 
tb  finding  of  the  special  verdict,  which  finds  that  the  de- 
3ed  was  not  guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary  care  which 
tributed  to  the  accident     Dummer  v.  MilwayJcee  E.  R.  <£ 
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We  think  there  was  no  error  in  the  refusal  to  suhmit  this 

jstion.     The  fact  that  the  deceased  wa3  within  the  zone  * 

danger  when  struck  was  undisputed,  and  he  was  bound  to 

k  and  listen  before  entering  the  place  of  danger,  and  it 

s  entirely  unnecessary  to  submit  to  the  jury  what  the  de- 

ised  was  intending  to  do  just  before  the  accident. 

Some  criticism  is  made  upon  the  instructions  and  failure 

instruct  respecting  contributory  negligence,  hut  we  find  no 

^judicial  error  in  this  regard.    The  facts  constituting  con- 

butory  negligence  were  fairly  submitted  to  the  jury  and 

md  against  the  plaintiff.     Therefore  the  defendant  was 

;itled  to  judgment. 

[t  follows  that  the  judgment  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  af- 

ned. 


ATE  'EX  EEL.  Waoneh,  Appellant,  V8.  Daut,,  State  Treas- 
urer, Respondent 

Beptemier  17— October  5,  1909. 

cert:  Tested  rtphts;  Poirer  o/  removal:  Review  6y  court*;  Civil 
tervice  law  conttTued:  PresTimption  aa  to  obedience  to  fatict; 
UandamoB:  ExcrcUe  of  ditcretUin:  Co»ti. 

Wtiere  no  definite  tenn  of  office  Is  fixed  by  law,  the  power  to  re- 
move an  Incumbent  la  Incident  to  tbe  power  to  appoint.  In  tbe 
absence  of  some  constitutional  or  statutory  provision  to  the  con- 
trary. 

An  offlce  la  not  regarded  as  property,  nor  Is  the  right  to  hold 
office  A  rested  one. 

The  power  of  amotion  from  offlce  Is  not  a  Judicial  bnt  an  admin- 
istrative power,  though  It  l>e  exercised  in  a  judicial  manner. 

Sec.  22,  ch.  363.  Laws  of  1905,  provides  that  certain  employees  In 
the  civil  service  of  the  state  shall  not  be  removed  or  discharged 
except  for  Juet  cause,  vests  tbe  power  of  removiil  for  such  cause 
in  the  appointing  officer,  and  malies  no  provision  tor  any  review 
of  his  action  by  any  other  body  or  tribunal.  Held,  that  where 
an  appointing  officer  In  removing  an  employee  acted  within  his 
Jurisdiction,  i.  e.  when  the  cause  assigned  Is  a  "just  cause" 
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within  the  tneanioe  of  the  statute,  aad  tbere  la  nothing  t< 
that  lie  acted  arbitrarily  or  In  bad  faith,  the  courts  w 
review  his  decialaD  as  to  the  fact  of  the  existence  of  Buch 
E.  The  preBumption  Is  that  public  officers  will  obey  the  laws  a 
wantonly  or  crlmlnallr  violate  them. 

6.  Mandamua  will  not  lie  to  cootrol  or  review  tha  exercise 

discretion  o(  any  court,  body,  or  olBcer  when  the  act  perl 
Is  Judicial  or  guast- judicial ;  although  it  may  be  invoked  t 
pel  the  exercise  of  such  discretloa. 

7.  Witness  fees  paid  to  Jurors  for  attendance  upon  the  hearli 

motion  for  a  new  trial,  which  was  b&sed  in  part  on  allege 
conduct  of  one  of  the  Jurors,  are  held  to  hare  been  prope 
lowed  In  the  taxation  of  costs. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for 
oounty :  E.  Ray  Stevens,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

The  relator  was  employed  as  bookkeeper  in  the  off 
the  state  treasurer  and  was  discharged  from  his  eraploj 
by  that  oHicer.  Incompetency  and  iusubordination  wei 
caiiSes  assigned  for  bis  removal.  Relator  procured  ( 
ternative  writ  of  mandamus  ordering  the  defendant  Jm 
state  him  in  his  employment  or  show  cause  why  he  shoul 
be  reinstated.  Such  writ  was  granted  on  a  petition  in  ' 
the  relator  set  forth,  among  other  things,  that  he  was  m 
incompetent  nor  insubordinate.  The  defendant,  by  h 
turn  to  the  writ,  justified  his  action  on  the  grounds  s 
The  issues  made  up  by  the  petition  for  the  writ  and  tl 
turn  and  the  answer  thereto  were  submitted  to  a  jury  f 
termination.  The  jury  found  that  the  relator  was  inc( 
tent  and  that  be  did  not  perform  all  the  lawful  dire) 
given  him  by  his  superiors  in  the  office  of  the  state  treai 
Judgment  was  entered  on  such  verdict  in  favor  of  th 
fcndant  To  review  allied  errors  in  the  trial  of  the  t 
the  relator  brings  this  appeal. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Miner  £  Blvet 
oral  argument  by  E.  T.  Elver. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  <£  Schui 
and  oral  argument  by  B.  W.  Jones. 
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Sabnks,  J.  It  19  a  well-nigh  universal  rule  that  where  no 
inite  term  of  office  Ja  fixed  by  law  the  power  to  remove  an 
umbcnt  is  an  incident  to  the  power  to  appoint,  in  the  ab- 
ce  of  some  constitutional  or  statutory  provision  to  the  eon- 
ry.  Ex  parte  Hennen,  13  Pet.  230 ;  Parsoris  v.  V.  8.  16T 
S.  334,  17  Sup.  Cl  880;  and  collection  of  cases  in  37 
it.  Dig.,  title  "Officers,"  |  9,  and  in  29  Cyc,  same  title, 
fl,  note  72,  Our  law  does  not  regard  an  office  as  a  prop- 
y  right  Neither  ia  the  right  to  hold  office  a  vested  one. 
■ie  ex  rel.  Starkweather  v.  Superior,  90  Wis.  612,  G19,  64 
W.  304 ;  Slate  ex  rel.  Cook  v.  Houser,  122  Wis.  ,534,  603, 
)  N,  W.  9G4.  The  power  of  amotion  from  office  is  not  a 
licial  power,  hut  is  an  administrative  one,  thou^  it  be  ex- 
ised  in  a  judicial  manner,  Siate  ex  rel.  Starkweather  v. 
oerior,  supra;  Slate  ex  rel.  Cook  v.  Houser,  supra;  Nehr- 
7  V.  Stale  ex  rel  Thai,  112  Wis.  637,  645,  88  N".  W.  610. 
't  is  clear  that  the  limitations  on  the  power  of  removal  by 
treasurer,  if  they  exist,  must  be  found  in  some  statute  or 
tutes  of  the  state,  and  the  only  one  which  it  is  claimed  af- 
ta  the  question  ia  sec  2S,  ch.  363,  Laws  of  1905,  which 
da  as  follows: 

'No  subordinate  or  employee  in  the  competitive  class,  non- 
ipetitive  class,  or  the  labor  class  of  the  civil  service  of  the 
e,  who  shall  have  been  appointed  under  the  provisions  of 
I  act,  or  the  rules  made  pursuant  thereto,  shall  be  removed, 
pended  for  more  than  fifteen  days,  discharged  or  reduced 
pay  or  position,  except  for  just  cause,  which  shall  not  be 
gious  or  political.  In  all  cases  of  removal  the  appointing 
«r  shall,  at  the  time  of  such  action,  furnish  to  the  sub- 
inate  his  reasons  for  the  same  and  allow  him  a  reasonable 
e  in  which  to  make  an  explanation.  The  reasons  for  re- 
ral  and  the  answer  thereto  shall  be  filed  in  writing  with 
commission." 

'.t  will  be  observed  that  the  treasurer,  under  the  provisions 
the  law  quoted,  might  not  remove  a  subordinate  except 
just  cause  and  that  such  cause  should  not  be  religious  or 
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political.  The  Btatute  makes  no  provisioD  for  any  revie 
any  other  body  or  tribunal,  of  the  action  of  &d  appointL 
ficer  in  removing  a  subordinate.  The  important  questi 
the  case,  therefore,  is  the  determiDation  of  how  far  a 
what  extent  the  courts  have  authority  or  jurisdictioQ 
view  the  act  complained  of  by  the  relator. 

In  State  ex  rel.  Gill  v.  WateHown,  9  Wis.  254,  the  s 
under  consideration  authorized  the  common  council  t 
city  to  remove  certain  officers  for  "due  cause."  No  pro 
was  made  for  an  appeal  from  or  review  of  the  decision  > 
common  council.  It  was  held  that  what  constitute* 
cause  was  a  qiiestion  of  law  to  be  determined  by  the  c 
but  that  the  discretion  vested  in  and  exercised  by  such  a 
or  tribunal  would  not  be  controlled  by  tnandamue.  In 
words,  it  was  held  that  the  courts  would  decide  whethi 
cause  assigned  for  removal  was  "due  cause"  within  the 
ing  of  the  law,  but  would  not  determine  whether  the  a 
was  right  or  wrong  in  its  eonclnsions  upon  the  facta  th 
cause  assigned  for  removal  in  fact  existed. 

State  ex  rel.  Keitnedy  v.  McGarry,  21  Wis.  496,  ini 
the  removal  of  an  inspector  of  the  house  of  correction  1 
board  of  supervisors  of  Milwaukee  coimty.  The  statu 
tborized  the  removal  for  "incompetency,  improper  coi 
or  other  cause  satisfactory  to  said  board."  The  reso 
removing  the  inspector  recited  that  he  was  removed  fo 
competency,  improper  conduct,  and  disobedience  of  ti 
ders  of  the  board."  No  provision  was  made  in  the  law 
review  of  the  decision  of  the  county  hoard.  It  was 
(1)  that  the  power  of  the  board  to  discharge  was  ab 
and  its  determination  was  final  when  acting  within  the 
of  its  power;  (2)  that  if  the  board  should  attempt  t 
charge  for  a  cause  not  recognized  by  law  and  not  afFi 
the  competency  or  the  fitness  of  the  employee,  such  . 
would  be  an  excess  of  power  and  not  a  removal  und( 
statute,  and  would  be  equivalent  to  a  removal  without  ca 
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nere  arbitrary  removal  not  warranted  by  etatute;  (3)  that 
len  a  cause  recognized  bj  statute  is  assigned,  the  power  to 
termine  whether  it  existo  or  not  is  vested  exclusively  in  the 
itrd,  and  its  decision  on  the  facts  cannot  be  reviewed  by 
3  courts;  (4)  that  the  only  question  for  judicial  cogni- 
aoe  was  whether  the  cause  assigned  for  removal  waa  one  for 
lich  removal  might  be  made  under  the  statute. 
State  ex  rel.  Willis  v.  Prince,  45  Wis.  610,  involved  the  re- 
>val  of  the  county  clerk  of  Ashland  county  under  a  statute 
ec.  6,  cb.  14,  E.  S.  1858)  which  authorized  the  county 
ard  to  remove  such  an  officer  "when,  in  their  opinion,  he  is 
competent  to  execute  properly  the  duties  of  bis  office,  or 
len,  on  charges  and  evidence,  it  shall  appear  to  said  board 
at  he  has  been  guilty  of  official  misconduct,  or  habitual  or 
Iful  neglect  of  duty,  if,  in  the  opinion  of  said  board,  such 
Isconduct  or  neglect  shall  be  a  sufficient  cause  for  removal" 
le  court  said  that  tbe  statute  gave  a  wide  discretion  to 
ards  of  supervisors,  which  "will  not  be  revised  or  controlled 
cept  in  most  clear  and  conclusive  cases  of  abuse."  The 
oceeding  was  one  of  quo  warranto,  and  the  court  further 
Id  that  the  only  questions  it  would  consider  were:  "Had 
e  board  of  supervisors  jurisdiction,  and  did  they  make  the 
oper  order  and  a  final  adjudication  in  the  case,  and  were 
B  records  produced  sufficient  evidence  of  both  V  This  case 
an  extreme  one  in  view  of  the  provisions  of  ch.  163,  Laws 
1869,  which  gave  the  county  clerk  a  right  to  appeid  from 
e  order  removing  him,  and  which  seemed  to  contemplate 
at  he  should  have  a  trial  de  novo  in  court 
In  State  ex  rel  Cook  v.  Eouser,  122  Wis.  634, 100  N.  W. 
4,  the  construction  of  sec  35,  Stats.  (1898),  was  involved. 
I  the  event  of  two  conventions  of  the  same  party  being  held, 
B  secretary  of  state  was  required  to  give  preference  in  des- 
aation  on  the  official  ballot  to  the  nominees  certified  by  the 
ite  central  committee.  The  statute  did  not  provide  for  any 
view  of  the  action  of  such  committee  in  making  its  certi- 
Voi.  140  —  20 
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fioation.  The  ri^t  of  the  court  to  review  the  decision 
oommittee  was  oombated,  aod  it  was  held  that  where  i 
right  is  oreatetl  by  statuto  and  the  statute  provides  a  q 
by  special  tribunal  for  the  enforcement  or  protection  ol 
ri^t,  and  makes  no  provision  for  a  review  of  the  decis 
such  tribunal,  the  remedy  given  is  exclusive,  provide 
tribunal  acts  within  its  junBdiction,  Op.  Justice  M 
AI.I.,  page  570  of  192  Wis.  (100  N.  W.  975),  and  < 
present  chief  justiof^  page  S95  of  123  Wis.  (100  1 
984).  Such  is  the  law  elsewhere  generally.  Miller  v.  < 
62  Kan.  378,  62  Pao.  664 ;  Chapman  v.  Miller.  52  01 
166,  39  N.  E.  24;  People  ex  rel.  Ward  v.  Booseveli 
N.  Y.  369,  45  N.  E.  840;  People  ex  rel  Lowry  v.  D 
Court.  32  Colo.  15,  74  Pac.  896 ;  8t(Ue  ex  rel  Breteer 
bay,  82  Miss.  559,  35  South.  153 ;  State  ex  rel  Yatea  v. 
tenden,  164  Mo.  237,  64  S.  W.  162. 

We  have  in  this  ease  a  right  created  by  statute  by 
certain  state  employees  may  not  be  discbai^ed  except  fc 
cause,  and  the  power  of  removal  for  such  cause  is  ves 
the  appointing  officer,  with  no  provision  in  the  law  i 
viewing  his  decision,  so  that  the  situation  is  similar  t 
before  the  court  in  State  ex  rel.  Cook  v.  Houeer,  suprt 

The  instances  are  numerous  where  public  officers, 
boards,  and  nonjudicial  bodies  are  required,  in  the  pei 
ance  of  their  duties,  to  pass  upon  and  decide  questions  o 
Various  state  officers,  boards  of  review,  conunissionera  i 
ing  out  highways,  the  board  of  dental  examiners,  the  bo 
control,  the  board  of  regents,  and  numerous  other  ki 
bodies  that  might  be  mentioned  fall  within  the  category 
the  absence  of  a  statute  giving  the  right  to  renew  on  th 
ita,  errors  in  judgment  committed  by  such  persons  or 
will  not  be  reviewed  by  the  courts.  The  ultimate  decis 
questions  of  fact  must  rest  somewhere,  and,  when  the 
tion  presented  is  one  pertaining  to  legislative  rights  and 
leges,  the  decision  of  the  special  tribunal  appointed  to 
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e  question  is  final,  il  it  acts  within  its  jurisdiction  and  not 
bitrarilj,  and  no  review  is  provided  for.  State  ex  rel.  Cof-. 
y  V.  Chittenden,  112  Wis.  569,  88  N.  W.  587 ;  State  ex  rel. 
lias  V.  yfharion,  117  Wis.  558,  94  N.  W.  359 ;  State  ex  rel. 
iiffusia  V.  Loaby,  115  Wis.  57,  90  N.  W.  188;  State  ex 
I  Heller  v.  LavAer,  103  Wis.  460,  79  N.  W.  777;  State  ex 
I  N.  0.  FosterL.  Co.  v.  WUliams,  123  Wis,  61,  100  N.  W. 
148,  Moreover,  the  cases  hold  that  mandamua  will  not  lie 
control  or  review  the  ratercise  of  the  discretion  of  any  oourt, 
dy,  or  officer  when  tiie  act  perfcn^nad  is  judicial  or  qyaai- 
diciaL  While  mandarma  may  he  invoked  to  compel  the 
erciae  of  the  discretion  vested,  it  cannot  compel  such  dis- 
etion  to  be  exercised  in  any  particular  way.  State  ex  rel. 
iricke  V.  Aknapee,  99  Wis,  322,  326,  74  N.  W,  783 ;  StaU 
rel.  FouHh  Nat.  Bank  v.  Johnson,  103  Wis.  591,  622,  79 
.  W,  1081 ;  State  ex  rel.  Court  of  Honor  v.  Oiljoharm,  111 
IK  877,  386,  87  N.  W.  245 ;  State  ex  rel.  Coffey  v.  ChUten- 
n.  112  Wis.  569,  574,  88  N.  W.  587 ;  State  ex  r«L  Ginn  v. 
ihon,  121  Wis.  623,  526,  99  N.  W.  336;  State  ex  rel.  Bu- 
Iph  V.  Hutchinson.  134  Wis.  283,  287,  114  N.  W.  453; 
ate  ex  rel  VanderteaU  v.  Mayor,  etc.  134  Wis.  437,  442, 
4  N.  W.  802 ;  State  ex  rel  Davem  v.  Boss,  post,  p.  360, 
i2  N.  W,  751. 

We  can  see  nothing  in  the  civil  service  law  that  would  war- 
nt  giving  it  any  other  or  different  construction  from  that 
[Qost  uniformly  given  to  other  acta  involving  situations  simi- 
r  to  the  one  presently  under  consideration.  The  purpose 
the  legislature  in  passing  the  act  was  apparent  We  do  not 
rceive  how  the  conclusion  reached  will  operate  to  defeat 
impair  that  purpose.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  officers 
whom  the  people  of  the  state  have  intrusted  important  pub- 
;  functions  will  violate  their  oaths  of  office  and  become  per- 
rers  because  they  may  want  to  remove  one  employee  to 
alee  place  for  another.  In  case  of  removal  the  right  of  se- 
:tion  is  ordinarily  limited  to  choosing  a  successor  from  one 
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of  three  names  certified  b;  the  civil  service  conuuiaaicoi, 
presumption  is  that  public  oEBcera  will  obey  the  lawa  an 
vantonly  and  criminally  violate  them,  and  the  legisl 
may  well  have  had  in  mind  the  advisability  of  placin 
absolute  power  of  discharge  for  juat  cause  in  tie  beads  < 
partments,  so  that  a  high  degree  of  efficiency  and  disci 
might  be  maintained  and  the  public  business  might  be  i 
acted  with  accuracy  and  with  reasonable  promptness, 
causes  for  removal  assigned  by  the  state  treasurer  in  the 
ent  case  were  just  causes  for  removal  within  the  me 
of  sea  22,  ch.  363,  Laws  of  1906.  The  treasurer  acted  n 
his  jurisdiction  in  making  the  removal  for  the  cause  spe( 
and  there  is  nothing  bo  show  that  he  acted  arbitrarily,  or  i 
wise  than  in  perfect  good  faith,  in  making  it  Wheth 
woi  right  or  wrong  in  reaching  the  conclusion  which  b 
on  the  facts  is  not  a  question  for  the  courts  to  decide. 
deciBioD  of  that  question  has,  wisely  we  think,  been  left 
the  treasurer  and  not  with  the  courts.  Indeed,  the  qui 
discussed  has  been  so  frequently  decided  that  a  mere  cil 
of  the  authorities  should  suffice. 

It  follows  that  the  motion  of  the  defendant  to  take  thi 
from  the  jury  and  dismiss  the  action  should  have 
granted.  This  view  of  the  case  renders  the  errors  compl 
of  on  the  trial  immaterial  with  one  exception.  Objectio 
made  to  the  allowance  of  witness  fees  paid  two  ji 
amounting  to  $6-60,  for  attendance  upon  the  hearing  ( 
motion  for  a  new  trial,  which  was  in  part  based  on  al 
mieconduct  of  one  of  the  jurors.  We  think  the  items 
properly  taxed  and  that  the  judgment  appealed  from  i 
rect 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 

TiMLiK,  J.,  took  no  part 
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)lsor',  Bespondent,  vs.  United  States  Sdqab  Comfaut, 
Appellant 

September  11 — October  5,  1S08. 

OostM:  Statute  construed. 

That  part  of  euM,  6,  aec,  2918.  Stata.  (1898),  allowInK  costs  to  the 
plaintiff  Id  an  action  on  contract  when  he  shall  recorer  $100  or 
more,  la  not  a  quallflcatlon  or  repeal  of  BUbd.  7,  although  It  web 
orlgiDBJIy  anacted  later  than  eubd.  7  and  overlaps  the  sround 
covered  thereby;  and  In  a  case  coming  vltbin  the  terms  of 
subd.  7,  where  the  recovery  was  more  than  fSO  but  less  than 
tlOO,  plalntur  was  ^titled  to  costs. 

Afpeai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
ounty:  E.  Kat  Stbveks,  Circuit  Judga     Aifirmed. 

Action  on  contract  -wherein  a  duly  verified  complaint  al- 
eged  a  liability  of  $236.  Judgment  was  recovered  for  only 
>d3.d2  damages.  Costa  were  taxed  in  favor  of  plaintiff 
igainst  due  objection  and  exception  by  tiie  defendant,  and  in- 
luded  in  the  judgment.  Prom  the  portion  of  the  judgment 
.warding  costs  defendant  brings  this  appeal. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Aylward,  Davids  <6 
)lhrich,  and  oral  argument  by  Carl  Hill, 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Murphy,  Eroncka 
'e  Sauikoff,  and  oral  aj^tiiont  by  George  Eronck». 

DoDOE,  T.  The  allowance  of  costs  to  the  plaintiff  is  very 
Irarly  authorized  by  the  words  of  subd.  7,  sec.  2918,  Stats. 
1898): 

"In  an  action  on  contract  when  a  justice  of  the  peace  has 
urisdiction  wherein  the  amount  claimed  by  the  plaintiff  in 
is  complaint  duly  verified  shall  exceed  the  sum  of  two  hun- 
red  dollars,  but  in  such  cases  the  plaintiff  shall  recover  only 
ach  taxable  costs  as  the  court  in  its  discretion  shall  allow, 
?hen  the  recovery  shall  he  less  than  fifty  dollars." 
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This  appellant  concedes,  but  urges  tbat  because  the  ' 
lature  in  1881,  white  said  Bubd.  7  was  in  force,  enacte 
amendment  to  Bubd.  6  of  said  section  allowing  costs  U 
plaintiff  "in  an  action  on  contract  when  the  plaintiff  sha 
cover  $100  or  more,"  this  is  a  qualification  of  subd.  7. 
qualification  at  all,  it  is  a  complete  repeal;  for  it  cover 
whole  ground,  and  subd.  7  serves  no  purpose.  We  are 
vinced,  however,  that  no  such  legislative  purpose  exi 
The  statute  as  it  existed  in  1881,  when  the  addition  to  aul 
was  made,  allowed  oosts  to  plaintiff:  (subd.  3)  In  thi 
tions  in  which  a  justice's  court  has  no  jurisdiction ;  (subi 
In  an  action  on  contract  wherein  real  estate  shall  be  attd 
at  the  commencement  thereof,  without  regard  to  the  am 
recovered;  and  (subd.  7)  In  an  action  believed  to  be  be 
tlie  jurisdicticw  of  the  justice  of  the  peace,  but  on  trial  f< 
to  fall  within  it  Evidently  the  legislature  became  convi 
that  anotlier  olaas  of  cases  should  be  added  to  this,  nai 
in  all  contract  cases  in  which  $100  or  more  should  b 
covered.  This  is  the  clear  significance  of  the  words,  and 
we  think  to  have  been  the  legislative  intention.  Tliere  ai 
words,  bj  negation  or  otherwiee,  in  the  amendment  to 
oate  that  it  controls  or  restrains  any  of  the  other  sections, 
when  in  1898  the  entire  revision  of  the  statutes  was  eni 
tlie  class  provided  by  subd.  7  and  the  class  brought 
subd.  6  by  this  amendmoit  were  both  preserved  in  the  sta 
The  fact  that  the  two  subdivisicms  overlap  is  of  no  sij 
icance.  That  is  the  characteristic  of  eev^^  of  the  sub 
sions  in  sec  2918,  and  it  is  no  good  ground  for  refuBing 
allowed  by  one  of  those  subdivisions  that  they  may  a 
eome  circumstances  be  allowed  by  the  words  of  another.  ' 
subd,  3  allows  costs  in  actions  of  which  a  justice  of  the  f 
has  no  jurisdiction.  Subd.  4  allows  costs  in  libel  and  sla 
actions,  amongst  othere.  In  case  of  a  recovery  beyond  $i 
matters  not  to  which  of  theee  subdivisions  the  plaintiffs  i 
to  costs  is  Bacribed. 

Appellant  urges  upon  our  notice  two  cases,  decided  t 
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be  ameDdment  of  1881,  in  vhicb,  as  he  Bays,  the  supreme 
ourt  tested  the  right  to  cost*  by  the  new  words  of  subd.  6 
ad  did  not  mention  subd.  7.  Bat  an  exarainaticm  discloses 
liat  neither  of  those  oases  was  within  the  description  of 
abd.  7,  and  any  ri^t  to  coet«  therein  must  have  been  mea»- 
red  by  subd.  6.  Thus,  in  Field  v.  Elroy.  99  Wis.  412,  75 
r.  W.  68,  the  complaint  claimed  $38.20  and  the  recovery  was 
rr  $23.10,  so  that  of  course  it  oonld  not  fall  within  the  do- 
jription  of  subd.  7.  Again,  in  Montgomery  v.  Atti.  Cent. 
rw.  Co.  108  Wis.  146,  84  N.  W.  176,  the  recovery  was  some 
400,  and  therefore  it  was  not  sn  action  on  contract  of  which 
justice  of  the  peace  had  juTiadiction,  and  ri^t  to  costs  could 
}t  rest  upon  subd.  7,  while  it  might  rest  on  Bubd.  6,  because 
le  recoveiy  was  more  than  $100,  or  might  have  rested  on  , 
ibcL  3,  because  the  ai^on  was  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
»  justiee's  court.  We  find  nothing  in  these  cases  to  in  any 
ise  prevent  the  applicability  of  subd.  7  to  the  preaoit  ao- 


By  (he  Covrt.' — Judgmtnt  affirmed. 


trcE  and  othen.  Appellants,  vs.  Citt  or  IJASison,  Be- 

spondent 

September  n — October  5,  1909. 

mtetna  oorporationt:  Operation  oS  icotertcorfct;  Liabtlit^  /or  ntgli- 
fence  of  employee*. 

In  MlUnK  and  dlitrlbntlng  water  to  its  citlzena  by  SMans  of  h 
ajBtem  of  waUrworks  a  city  ii  acting  not  In  Its  KOTemmental 
bnt  in  Its  private  or  proprietary  cspaclty.  and  Is  liable  In  dam- 
ages for  negligence  of  ItB  agents  and  servants  tn  the  conduct  of 
aaeh  business. 

Tkfl  fact  that  tbe  dty  may  also  use  the  waterworks  for  protection 
against  fire  does  not  relieve  It  from  liability  tor  negligent  acta 
of  Its  servants  or  agents  in  tbe  conduct  of  tbe  bnelneBS,  except 
for  sncb  acts  bb  are  performed  by  tbem  fn  tbe  actual  work  Inci- 
dent to  •ztingulsblng  flrea. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for 
county:  E.  Rat  Stevens,  Circuit  Judge.     Eeversed. 

The  cit;  of  Madison,  being  authorized  to  maintain  an 
erate  a  system  of  waterworks,  built  its  system  in 
About  1890  a  water  tower  was  constructed  on  Washi: 
avenue.  It  is  claimed  that  this  tower  was  chiefly  constr 
to  equalize  the  pressure.  As  originally  planned,  the  eo 
tion  between  the  pipes  of  the  waterworks  system  and  the 
in  the  water  tower  was  controlled  by  a  valve  located  i 
the  base  of  the  tower.  In  time  the  dampness  and  the 
ping  water  rusted  the  bearings  and  it  became  impossil 
operate  the  valve.  Attempts  to  remedy  the  matter  wer 
successful,  and  in  1891,  upon  the  advice  of  an  expei 
dranlio  engineer,  the  valve  at  the  base  of  the  tower  wa 
continued  and  a  new  valve  to  control  the  water  supply  I 
tank  in  the  tower  was  placed  at  the  junction  of  the  s] 
pipe  for  the  tank  and  the  main  pipe  line  at  the  juncti 
Pinckney  street  and  "Washington  avenue  about  a  block 
the  tower.  Plaintiffs  conducted  a  grocery  cm  Washi 
avenue  in  a  building  located  between  the  valve  at  the 
tion  of  Washington  avenue  and  Pinckney  street  and  the 
tower,  and  stored  part  of  their  stock  of  groceries  in  ihe 
meat  of  this  building.  About  7 :30  in  the  morning  of  i 
ary  17,  1907,  plaintiffs  observed  that  water  was  flowing 
the  basement,  presumably  from  a  broken  water  pipe, 
officials  of  the  waterworks  department  were  notified,  a 
rapidly  as  possible  employees  cut  off  the  supply  of  water 
the  pipes  in  that  section  of  the  city.  The  valve  at  the 
tion  of  Pinckney  street  and  Washington  avenue,  contn 
the  supply  of  water  to  the  tank  in  the  water  tower,  wa; 
closed.  This  work  took  more  than  two  hours  and  did  no 
the  flow  of  water  into  plaintiffs'  basement.  A  small 
pipe  from  the  tower  tank  was  then  opened  and  with  th 
appearance  of  the  water  from  the  tank  the  flow  of  watei 
plaintiffs'  basement  ceased.     Considerable  damage  was 
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}  plaintiffs'  stock  of  groceries  by  the  water  and  they  bring 
lis  action  to  recover  for  the  damage  suffered.  Subsequeat 
iveetigation  flbowed  that  the  ten-inch  pipe  supplying  the 
■ink  in  the  water  tower  had  broken.  On  the  trial  in  <he  cir^ 
ait  court  of  the  action  for  the  recoreiy  of  the  damages  suf- 
ered,  the  jury  were  instructed  as  to  the  law  of  negligence, 
nd  were  informed  that  if  city  authorities  in  charge  of  the 
rater  department  acted  upon  the  advice  of  men  skilled  in  the 
rork  in  question,  and  if  the  city  officials  in  good  faith  and  in 
eliance  upon  the  advice  of  such  experts  in  waterworks  con- 
truction  had  constructed  a  waterworks  system  according  to 
beir  best  judgment,  then  defects  in  the  constnictioo  became 
aere  errors  in  judgment  and  the  city  would  be  relieved  from 
lability  f6r  any  damages  resulting  therefnnn.  Under  the 
Dstructions  of  the  court  the  jury  found  that  the  defendant 
7aa  not  guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary  care  in  failing  to  keep 
be  valve  in  the  base  of  the  water  tower  in  such  condition  that 
t  could  be  used  to  shut  off  the  water  from  the  tower.  The 
ury  also  found  the  amoimt  of  the  damages  sustained  by  the 
ilaintiffs.  The  court  awarded  judgment  in  favor  of  the  de- 
endant  for  its  costs.     This  is  an  appeal  from  such  judgment. 

For  the  appellants  there  were  briefs  by  Gilbert,  Jacl:son  £ 
Ula,  and  oral  argument  by  Emerson  Ela. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  John  A.  Aylward, 
ity  attorney,  and  Aylward,  Davies  &  OlbrUh,  of  counsel, 
nd  oral  argument  by  J,  E.  Daviea. 

SiEBECKEB,  J.  Under  legislative  authority  the  city  has 
oluntarUy  constructed  a  system  of  waterworks  for  public  and 
)rivate  use.  The  revenue  derived  from  sales  of  water  for  pri- 
ate  use  is  applied  to  the  cost  of  c(mstniction,  operation,  and 
aaintenance  of  the  waterworks.  The  business  is  in  charge 
if  a  board  of  commissioners,  who  employ  a  superintendent 
ind  such  other  agents  and  servants  as  are  required  for  the 
onduct  of  this  part  of  the  municipal  business.     The  plaint- 
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i£F8  bring  thia  action  to  recover  damages  to  their  pro] 
which  they  allege  were  caused  by  the  negligence  of  the 
through  its  agents  and  aervanta  employed  by  the  city  in 
dacting  the  business  of  the  waterworks  department.  U 
the  alleged  facta  the  employees  in  charge  of  this  muni 
department  represent  the  cily  and  act  for  it  The  erroi 
signed  involve  an  inquiry  aa  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
is  reeponsible  for  the  acts  of  its  agents  and  servants  ii 
conduct  of  this  municipal  enterprise. 

In  his  treatise  on  the  Law  of  Hunicipal  Corporation* 
Dillon  states: 

"Municipal  corporations  .  .  .  pospfss  a  double  ch 
ter:  the  one  governmental,  legislative,  or  public;  the  otht 
a  sense,  proprietary  or  private.  .  .  .  In  its  government 
public  character  the  corporation  is  made,  by  the  state,  o 
it«  instruments,  or  the  local  depositary  of  certain  limitec 
prescribed  political  powers,  to  be  exercised  for  the  public 
on  behalf  of  the  state  rather  than  for  itself.  .  .  .  But  i 
proprietary  or  private  character  the  theory  is  that  the  p< 
are  supposed  not  to  be  conferred,  primarily  or  chiefly, 
considerations  connected  with  the  government  of  the  sts 
lai^,  but  for  the  private  advantage  of  the  compact 
rounity  which  is  incorporated  as  a  distinct  legal  person 
or  corporate  individual;  and  as  to  saoh  powers,  and  to  ' 
erty  acquired  thereunder,  and  contracts  made  with  refe: 
thereto,  the  corporatiou  is  to  be  regarded  qxwad  hoc  as  t 
vate  corporation,  or  at  least  not  public  in  the  sense  tha 
power  of  the  legislature  over  it  or  the  rights  represent* 
it  is  omnipotont."  1  Dill.  Mun.  Corp.  §  66  (39).  Hat 
Oshkosh,  33  Wis.  314;  Mtdcadms  v.  Janesville,  67  Wis 
29  N.  W.  565;  Folk  v.  Milwaukee.  108  Wis.  359,  84  K 
420. 

The  function  of  a  city  hi  selling  and  distributing  w»( 
its  citizens  is  of  a  private  nature,  voluntarily  asnmed 
for  the  advantage  of  the  people  of  the  city,  Responsil 
for  the  acts  of  persons  representing  it  in  mieb  a  business 
upon  the  city  through  the  relation  of  master  and  servant 
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i  maxim  of  respondeat  superior  spplieB.  Whenever  this  re- 
ion  is  establiahed  tlie  city  is  liaUe  in  damagea  for  the  neg- 
ence  of  its  agents  and  servants  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi- 
i&  The  following  adjudications  uphold  this  liability  upon 
!  ground  that  the  city  in  conducting  such  a  huBiness  is  act- 
j  in  its  proprietary  capacity:  Lynch  v.  Springfield,  174 
13S.  430,  54  N.  E.  871 ;  Hourigan  v.  Norwich,  77  Conn. 
8,  59  AtL  487;  Chicago  v.  Selz,  Schwab  &  Co.  203  IlL 
5,  67  N.  E  386;  Bullmaater  v.  St.  Joseph,  70  Mo.  App. 
;  Philadelphia  v.  Oilmarttn,  71  Pa.  St.  140. 
The  fact  that  the  city  may  also  use  the  waterworks  for  pro- 
ition  against  fire  does  not  relieve  it  from  liability  for  neg- 
ent  acts  of  its  servants  or  agents  in  the  conduct  of  this 
siness,  except  for  such  acts  as  are  performed  by  them  in  the 
;ual  work  incident  to  extinguishing  fires.  Chicago  v.  Selz, 
hivab  t£  Co.,  mpra. 

In  submitting  this  case  to  the  jury  the  conrt  held  that  in 
idoctir^  the  business  of  diBtributing  and  selling  water  the 
J  is  exercising  a  paUic  function,  and  its  officers  and  agents 
eoDdncting  the  business  are  in  the  exercise  of  gutm-jndicial 
thority,  and  if  they  exercise  their  judgment  and  discretion 
good  faith  the  city  is  not  liable  for  damages  resulting  from 
iix  negligent  acts.  This  was  error,  because  the  city  in  this 
te  was  acting  in  its  private  or  prt^rietary  capacity,  and  it 
therefore  liable  for  the  negligent  acts  of  its  servants  or 
ESts.  A  new  trial  must  be  awarded. 
By  the  CourL — Judgment  reversed,  and  the  cause  re- 
tnded  to  the  trial  court  for  a  new  trial. 
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SwENSoiT,  Appellant,  ts.  Wklls,  Respondent 

Beptemier  17 — Octoter  5,  1909. 

RepUvl»:  Plaintiff  not  the  *Die  owner:  Abatement:  Brinoing  < 
ties. 

1.  Whero  tn  an  action  of  replevin  It  appeared  from  the  pie 

and  from  tbe  verdict  on  an  Issue  In  abatement  that  a  thl 
Bon  was  Jointly  interested  with  plaintiff  In  a  'written  o 
under  which  the  property  in  question  was  claimed  by  def 
to  have  been  delivered  to  him  In  part  payment  for  land,  th 
should  not  have  ordered  tbe  action  abated,  but  under  set 
Stats.  (1S9S),  should  have  stayed  the  proceedlnga  and  c 
such  third  person  brought  In  as  a  necessary  party  plalntl 

2.  Ordinarily  sole  ownership  In  the  plaintiff  Is  not  essential 

maintenance  of  replevin  against  a  stranger  who  has  i 
title  nor  right  to  possession,  it  being  sufflclent  in  such 
that  plaintiff  has  an  Interest  and  Is  entitled  to  possessloi 

Apfeai.  from  &  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for 
county :  E.  Rat  Stevens,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  ia  an  action  of  replevin  brought  to  recover  poss 
of  on  automobile.  Tbe  complaint  all^s  that  the  api 
was  the  owner  and  entitled  to  possession  of  it;  that  it  ^ 
tbe  value  of  $1,500;  that  defendant  in  July,  1908,  prel 
and  claimed  that  plaintiff  traded  said  car  for  sixteen  '. 
Lone  Rock,  Wisconsin;  that  defendant  fraudulently  n 
resented  the  value  of  said  lots;  that  defendant  deede 
lota  to  one  W.  G.  Walker;  that  plaintiff  agreed  to  tra 
automobile  for  lots,  if  after  examination  eaid  lots  were 
to  be  as  represented;  that  said  lots  were  found  not  as 
sentcd;  and  that  defendant  to<^  the  automobile  wtod 
and  unlawfully  from  plaintiff.  The  complaint  prays  i 
return  of  said  property,  or  $1,500,  its  value,  togethe: 
damages. 

The  answer  purporte  to  set  tip  two  defenses:  First, 
abatement  as  follow-e : 
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"(1)  For  a  first  defense  the  defendant  alleges  that  the  con- 
act  mentioned  in  the  plaintiff's  complaint  was  in  writing 
id  that  a  copy  thereof  is  hereto  attached  and  made  part  of 
lis  defense ;  that  the  said  contract  was  made  bj  the  plaintiff, 
Ibert  P.  Swenson,  and  one  W.  G.  Walker,  jointly,  by  and 
.rough  one  S.  D.  Burke,  their  duly  authorized  agent;  that 
le  said  W.  G.  Walker  is  still  living  at  Madison,  in  Dane 
lunty,  Wisconsin," 

Second.  An  answer  in  bar,  attached  to  which  answer  or 
cond  defense  was  a  copy  of  an  agreement  purporting  to- 
ive  been  made  between  the  defendant  and  W.  G.  Walker  and 
aintiff.  This  contract  set  up  an  agreement  botwDcn  the  de- 
ndant,  party  of  the  first  part,  and  plaintiff  and  W.  G. 
'alker,  parties  of  the  second  part,  which  provided  for  the 
,le  by  the  parties  of  the  second  part  to  the  party  of  the  first 
irt  of  the  automobile  and  the  payment  of  $500  in  cash  in 
msideration  of  said  lots  referred  to  in  the  complaint.  The 
mtract  contained  other  provisions  ordinarily  found  in  land 
•ntracts  and  not  necessary  to  be  stated  here. 

The  court  sent  the  case  to  the  jury  on  the  answer  in  abate- 
ent  upon  the  issue  as  to  whether  or  not  the  plaintiff  was  the 
le  owner,  and  the  following  question  was  submitted :  "On 
jly  14,  1908,  was  the  plaintiff  the  sole  owner  of  the  auto- 
obile  in  question?"  Which  question  the  jury  answered 
'^o."  Upon  this  finding  the  court  ordered  the  action  abated 
id  judgment  was  entered  accordingly,  from  which  this  ap- 
;al  was  taken. 

F.  K.  Skuttleworih,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Thomas  W.  King, 
tomey,  and  Grotopkorsl,  Evans  &  Thomas,  of  counsel,  and 
al  argument  by  E.  A.  Evans. 

Keewin,  J.  Considerable  ailment  is  made  in  this  case 
specting  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  answer  in 
latement  was  sufficient  and  whether  it  was  not  waived  by 
e  answer  in  bar.     We  ehall  spend  no  time  on  this  point. 
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because  we  think  it  clear,  under  the  provisions  of  sec.  : 
Stats.  (1896),  that  the  court  should  not  have  ordered  tJ 
tion  abated,  even  conceding,  for  the  purpose  of  the  argn 
that  the  answer  in  abatement  was  sufficient  and  the  issue 
eriy  found  in  favor  of  the  defendant.  Sea  2C10  pro' 
in  effect,  that  when  a  complete  determination  of  the  o 
versy  cannot  be  had  without  the  presence  of  other  parti 
any  persons  not  parties  to  the  action  have  such  int 
in  the  subject  matter  as  require  them  to  be  parties  for 
protection,  the  court  shall  order  them  to  be  brought  in. 
think  the  provisions  of  this  statute  made  it  the  duty  t 
court,  upon  the  determination  of  the  iBsue  in  abati 
against  the  plaintiff,  to  stay  proceedings  in  tha  actioi 
order  the  necessary  party  plaintiff  brought  in,  and  not 
the  action  abated.  Sec.  2610,  Stats.  (1898) ;  Shove  v.  i 
69  Wis.  435,  34  N.  W.  392 ;  Carney  v.  Oleissner,  62 
493,  497,  23  N.  W.  735 ;  Emerson  v.  Schwindt,  108 
167,  173,  S4  N.  W.  186;  McDougald  v.  New  Bichmo 
M.  Co.  125  Wis.  131,  103  N.  W.  244. 

It  may  be  well  to  observe,  in  passing,  that  ordinaril 
ownership  in  a  plaintiff  suing  in  replevin  is  not  esaeni 
the  maintenance  of  the  action,  because  he  may  recover,  t 
not  the  sole  owner,  against  a  stranger  who  has  neithe 
Qor  ri^t  of  possession,  if  he  has  an  interest  and  is  entil 
possession.  For  example^  in  certain  cases  a  tenant  in 
mon  may  maintain  an  action  in  bis  own  name  to  recove 
arssion  of  personal  property  from  a  stranger,  in  the  a1 
of  special  circumstances  going  to  show  the  necessity  c 
other  party  plaintiff.  But  in  the  case  before  ua  we  i 
the  opinion  that  the  court  below  rightly  regarded  the  o 
a  proper  one  requiring  the  presence  of  Walker  as  a 
plaintiff,  upon  the  allegations  in  the  pleadings  and  agre 
referred  to  in  the  answer  in  abatement  The-court  is 
fore  of  the  opinion  that  the  court  below  wu  in  error  in 
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ng  the  case  abated;  therefore  the  judgment  must  be  re- 
ersed. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  court  below  it  n- 
'ersed,  and  the  cause  ranumded  for  further  prooeedingi  ao- 
ording  to  law. 


SiXBBCKXB,  J.,  took  no  part 


>RALLE,  Respondent,  vs.  Towir  or  REBDSBnsa,  Appellant 

Beptember  18 — Ootolter  $,  tSM. 

TiffHtoatl*;  Dtfectt:  Per»onal  Injurlei.-  Pleading:  Varianee:  Kature  of 
infvrie*;  JMdeac*.-  OptnfoNt;  HvpothetUMl  QuetUont:  Grott- 
examinotion:  Ditoretion:  liufnictiona  to  jury:  DaMOffet  for  lot* 
of  time:  Married  viomett:  Coitt. 

1.  In  an  action  tor  Injuries  CKuaed  br  defect  in  a  hlgtLw&y  the  com- 
plaint allesed  that  plaintiff  received  "permanent  Injuries;  was 
rendered  ilck,  eora,  bmlaed,  maimed,  and  her  Hie  endansered, 
and  has  suffered  aad  atlll  does  suffer  aevere  and  excruciating 
pains."  The  complaint  included  the  notice  of  Injury  served  as 
required  b?  sec.  13S9,  Stata  (1S98),  and  stated  that  It  set  forth 
the  Injuries.  Tbia  notice  stated  that  plaintiff  vas  thrown  to 
the  ground,  "causing  seTere  bmlses  to  my  legs  and  shoulders. 
and  InfllctluK  severe  Internal  injuries."  The  claim  For  dajoages 
required  by  aec.  S24,  Stats.  (189S),  also  made  a  part  of  the  com- 
plaint, was  for  "Injuries,  suffering,  both  mentally  and  phys- 
ically." HelA,  that  the  complalat,  notice,  and  claim  ahould  be 
construed  together  as  a  pleading,  and  bo  construed  the  allega- 
tions were  suHlclent  to  permit  the  admission  of  evidence  of  In- 
juries to  plaintiff's  side,  back,  and  ribs,  and  also  of  an  atrophy 
or  wasting  of  the  muscles  of  the  back,  causing  curvature  of  the 
spine  and  having  a  tendency  to  Increase. 

Z.  A.  defendant  who  neither  demands  a  bill  of  particulars  nor  moves 
to  make  the  complaint  more  definite  and  certain  cannot,  by  ob- 
jection at  the  trial,  exclude  evidence  which  is  comprehended 
within  the  broad  generalities  of  the  complaint. 
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3.  The  notice  required  br  sec.  1339,  Stats.  (1898),  need  not  k] 

the  particulars  In  which  the  party  la  Injured  nor  contaii 
description  of  the  Inlurlea. 

4.  In  an  action  for  personal  Injuries,  a  queetlon  to  an  ezper 

nese  as  to  how  the  Injury  affected  the  plaintiff  waa  prope 
word  "Injury"  being  uaed  to  dealgnate  the  contusion,  brul 
trauma  In  question,  and  not  the  invasion  of  legal  rights  i 
might  have  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  accident. 

6.  An  objection  to  a  long  hypothetical  question  on  the  ground 

It  does  not  contain  all  the  vlementa  of  fact  testified  to  w 
considered  on  appeal  only  bo  tar  as  It  apeclfles  the  tacts  cli 
to  be  omitted. 

5.  In  a  hypothetical  question  as  to  whether  the  Injury  Bustaln< 

plaintiff  was  a  sufBcIent  producing  cause  of  her  physical  ( 
tlon  as  found  by  the  witness.  It  was  not  necessary  to  Includ 
tact  that  plaintiff  bad  given  birth  to  seven  children,  all  of  i 
died  In  Infancy  or  shortly  thereafter. 

7.  It  was  not  error  to  exclude  the  opinion  of  a  witness  as  to  wta 

It  would  have  been  possible  or  practicable  for  plaintiff  to 
over  a  part  of  the  highway  lying  outside  of  the  traveled  i 
at  the  place  of  the  accident,  in  the  absence  of  evldenc« 
plaintiff  bad  an  opportunity  to  leave  the  traveled  track  anc 
such  knowledge  of  the  defect  therein  as  would  require  a  pi 
exercising  ordinary  care  to  leave  the  traclc  and  drive  ou 
thereof. 

8.  Where,  from  the  qnestlons  asked,  an  attempt  to  extend  a  < 

examination  to  matters  not  covered  by  the  direct  ^tamln: 
could  fairly  be  Inferred,  It  was  not  an  abuse  Of  discretu 
limit  the  cross-examination  rather  strictly. 

9.  An  Instruction  that,  in  determining  whether  or  not  the  bigl 

was  defective  at  the  place  in  question,  the  Jury  should  con 
the  amount  of  labor  and  money  which  most  be  expended  t 
viate  the  alleged  defect,  and  whether  such  expense  would  1 
excessive  as  to  render  the  change  impossible  or  Impractical 
keld  (whether  correct  In  law  or  not)  to  have  been  proper! 
fused  as  Inapplicable  to  the  facts  In  this  case. 

10.  Refusal  to  Instruct  the  Jury  that  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  t 
cover  for  loss  ot  her  time  was  not  error  in  this  esse.  In  vie 
other  instructions  given  and  of  the  fact  that  no  claim  for 
recovery  was  made  and  no  evidence  offered  on  the  subject 

[11.  Whether,  under  sec.  1339,  SUts.  (1S9S),  as  amended  by  ch. 
Laws  of  1899,  providing  that  a  husband  shall  have  no  rlgl 
action  on  account  of  Injuries  received  by  his  wife  by  reas< 
a  detect  In  a  highway,  a  wife  mar  recover  damages  for  lo 
ber  time,  not  determined.] 
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12.  CostH  taxable  for  drawing  a  bill  of  exceptions  alionid  not  be  held 
to  Include  that  part  thereof  composed  of  a  tranacrlpt  of  the  re- 
porter'8  notea,  drawn  by  the  reporter,  for  the  cost  of  which  the 
BuccesBfnl  party  haa  already  been  fully  reimbursed  by  the  other 
party. 

[3.  AltbouKh  the  costs  taxed  for  drawing  a  bill  of  ftxceptlons  may  In 
this  case  have  Included  Bomethlng  more  than  the  Improperly  al- 
lowed costs  of  the  reporter's  transcript,  this  court  will  not  count 
folios  to  determlno  that  fact,  counsel  tasTlns  furnished  no  sep- 
aration or  basis  for  separation  of  the  items. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sauk 
soontj :  £.  Rat  Stevbxs,  Circuit  Judge.  Modified  and  af- 
Irmed. 

Daniel  E.  Grady,  for  the  appellant 

For  the  reepondenta  there  was  a  hrief  hj  Qrotopkorst, 
^vans  (£  Thomas,  and  oral  argument  b;  E.  A.  Evans. 

Timlin,  J.  In  this  action  for  damages  resulting  from  a 
lefective  highway  the  respondent  pleaded  that  ehe  "was 
hrown  violently  from  the  said  wagon  and  struck  on  the  rocks 
tereinbefore  referred  to,  receiving  therefrom  sovere  and,  as 
he  is  informed  and  verily  believes,  permanent  injuries;  .  .  . 
ras  rendered  sick,  sore,  bruised,  maimed,  and  her  life  en- 
[angered,  and  she  has  suffered,  and  still  does  suffer,  severe 
nd  excruciating  pains."  Attached  to  the  complaint  and 
aade  part  thereof  is  a  copy  of  the  notice  served  by  respondent 
ipon  tie  town  and  required  by  see  1339,  Stats.  (1898),  in 
I'hich,  after  describing  the  place  where  tie  accident  hap- 
pened and  the  nature  of  the  defect,  she  says: 

"Thereby  throwing  me  out  of  the  wagon  and  causing  me  to 
all  with  great  force  upon  the  ground,  causing  severe  bruises 
a  my  legs  and  shoulders,  and  inflicting  severe  internal  in- 
uries." 

Also  made  part  of  the  cconplaint  is  the  claim  for  damages 
iled  before  the  town  board  of  audit  as  required  by  law,  in 
rhich  she  states  that  she  makes  a  claim  for  injuries  result- 
VoL.  !«— 21 
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ing  from  a  defective  highway  concerning  which  she  had  j 
a  written  personal  notice.     She  further  states: 

"I  claim  damages  against  the  town  of  Eeedsburg  fo 
jnries,  suffering,  both  mentally  and  physically,  loss  of  ■ 
ing  capacity,  both  past  and  future,  loss  of  time,  etc,  ex] 
incurred  and  to  be  incurred  for  doctoring,"  etc. 

As  a  witness  on  the  trial  the  plaintiff  offered  her  testii 
to  the  effect  that  by  the  fall  in  question  she  sustained  inj 
to  her  side,  ribs,  and  back,  to  which  defendant  objected 
far  as  it  pertained  to  any  injuries  other  than  those  expr 
mentioned  in  the  notice  of  injury  and  the  claim  filed  witi 
town  board,  namely,  an  injury  to  the  leg  and  shoulder 
internal  injuries.  This  objection  was  overruled.  Shi 
fered  the  testimony  of  her  attending  physician,  who  tesi 
to  an  atrophy  or  wasting  of  the  muscles  of  the  back,  cai 
curvature  of  the  spine  and  having  a  tendency  to  incr 
A  similar  objection  to  the  admission  of  this  testimony 
made  and  overruled.  Mauch  v.  Hartford,  112  Wis,  4( 
N.  ,W.  816;  Schmidt  v.  PfeU,  34  Wis.  452;  Deli*  v.  < 
N.  W.  B.  Co.  51  Wis.  400,  8  N.  W.  265;  and  a  numb, 
cases  from  other  courts,  are  cited  to  show  error  in  this  ru 
See.  1339,  Stats.  (1898),  which  imposes  this  liability 
the  town,  requires  as  a  condition  precedent  the  servioe  ' 
one  of  the  town  supervisors  of  a  notice  stating  the  place  v 
such  damage  occurred  and  describing  generally  the  in 
cienoy  or  want  of  repair  which  occasioned  it  and  that  ( 
faction  therefor  is  claimed  of  such  town.  The  statute 
not  require  that  this  notice  specify  the  particulars  in  w 
plaintiff  was  injured  nor  that  any  description  of  her  inj] 
be  given  therein. 

From  tlie  excerpts  quoted  it  will  bo  seen  that  the  i 
ments  of  the  complaint  in  this  respect  were  very  broad 
general,  and,  although  the  complaint  incorporated  therein 
notice  and  further  stated  that  the  notice  set  forth  the  inji 
of  the  respondent,  the  notice  itself  in  this  respect  is 
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iroad  and  general.  It  speaks  of  bruisfls  to  her  legs  and  sboul- 
lerE  and  severe  internal  injuries,  and  the  claim  filed  with 
he  board  of  andit  refers  to  this  notice  and  claims  damages 
or  injuries  and  suffering,  both  mental  and  phTsicaL  These 
bree  papers  presented  together  as  a  pleading  must  be  con- 
trued  together,  and  neither  can  be  tested  by  any  other  rule 
ban  that  relative  to  the  sufficiency  of  pleadings.  Under 
bat  mle  there  was  sufficient  in  the  complaint  notwithatand- 
ag  the  exhibits  attached  to  and  incorporated  therein  to  per- 
lit  the  admission  of  this  evidence.  Curran  v.  A.  H.  Stange 
?o.  98  Wis.  598,  74  N.  W.  377;  Delie  v.  C.  £  N.  W.  B.  Go. 
1  Wis.  400,  8  N.  W.  263.  The  complaint  was  doubtless 
ubject  to  a  motion  to  make  definite  and  certain  in  this  par- 
icular  or  the  defendant  could  have  demanded  a  bill  of  par- 
icnilars,  but,  having  waived  these  remedies,  it  could  not,  by 
bjection  at  the  trial,  exclude  this  evidence  which  is  compre- 
ended  within  the  broad  generalities  of  the  complaint 

One  of  the  expert  witnesses  was  asked  bow  the  injury  af- 
BCted  respondent,  and  this  question  was  allowed  to  be  an- 
gered against  objection  by  the  appellant  From  an  exami- 
ation  of  the  testimony  preceding  the  question  we  are  inclined 
)  agree  with  counsel  for  respondent  that  the  word  "injury" 
'as  then  being  used  to  designate  the  contusion,  bruise,  or 
■auma  in  question,  and  not  the  invasion  of  legal  ri^ts  which 
light  have  occurred  at  the  time  of  the  accident  So  constru- 
igtbis  word  there  was  no  error  in  the  ruling.  The  objection 
>  a  long  hypothetical  question  on  the  ground  that  it  did  not 
iclude  all  the  elements  of  facts  testified  to  in  the  case  and 
pon  other  grounds  not  necessary  to  mention  was  followed 
y  a  question  from  the  court  to  counsel  making  the  ohjec- 
on,  asking  counsel  what  facte  be  referred  to  which  were  not 
I  the  hypothetical  question.  Counsel  referred  to  the  fact  of 
ic  existence  of  a  scrofulous  goiter  for  twelve  years,  but  the 
iiostion  expressly  assumed  that  respondent  had  been  afflicted 
ith  goiter  for  a  number  of  years  and  that  it  had  increased 
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some  from  the  time  of  the  injury.  Counsel  also  ment 
the  fact  that  plaintiff  had  given  birth  to  seven  childre 
of  whom  died  in  infancy  or  shortly  thereafter.  Thif 
waa  not  necessary  to  be  included.  The  objection  madi 
insufBcient  to  raise  any  other  question  not  already  a 
ered.  And  the  same  is  true  of  the  objection  to  the  hyp 
ical  question  propounded  to  Dr.  Edwards.  Odegard  v.  J 
Wis.  L.  Co.  130  Wis.  659,  677,  110  N.  W.  809;  Cotti 
'State,  104  Wis.  527,  80  N.  W.  745. 

Evidence  that  there  existed  a  space  to  the  right  of  the 
eled  track  in  the  highway  in  question  twelve  feet  in  widt 
a  little  higher  than  the  traveled  track  was  admitted,  bt 
court  excluded  evidence  of  a  witness  who  was  asked  to 
whether  this  was  such  a  piece  of  highway  as  would  pern 
use  for  the  driving  of  a  vehicle  outside  and  to  the  right  i 
traveled  track ;  also  whether  it  was  possible  or  practica 
drive  over  this  strip  of  twelve  feet  at  the  place  where  pis 
was  injured. 

We  do  not  think  that  any  prejudicial  error  can  be  ] 
cated  upon  this  ruling.  If  the  jury  had  before  it  the  < 
tion  and  measurements  of  the  traveled  track  and  the  c 
tunities  to  turn  out  and  avoid  the  rock  in  question,  they  ' 
not  be  aided  much  further  by  the  opinion  of  the  witness 
the  question  asked,  even  if  we  concede  that  such  opiniooE 
competent.  The  item  of  evidence  is  quite  remote,  &n< 
less  coupled  with  proof  that  the  plaintiff  had  opportun 
turn  out  of  the  traveled  track  and  such  knowledge  of  tl 
fects  in  the  traveled  track  as  would  require  a  person  i 
exercise  of  ordinary  care  to  depart  therefrom  and  tra> 
this  strip,  the  opinions  of  a  witness  as  to  the  practicabil 
feasibility  of  so  doing  would  be  quite  immaterial. 

A  physician  called  by  the  respondent  testified  that  1 
amined  the  respondent  shortly  after  the  injury  and  fou 
atrophy  of  the  muscles  of  the  back  or  curvature  of  the  i 
The  court  limited  the  cross-examination  of  this  witness  i 
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strictly,  but  the  queationa  asked  were  very  broad,  and  were 
no  doubt  understood  by  the  court  to  attempt  to  extend  the 
cross-examination  to  other  matters  not  covered  by  the  direct 
examination.  Whether  this  was  intended  or  not  the  court 
evidently  so  understood,  and  this  inference  could  fairly  be 
made  from  the  questions  asked.  There  was  do  abuse  of  dis- 
cretion in  this  ruling. 

£rror  is  assigned  becanse  the  court  refused  the  request  of 
the  defendant  that  the  jury  be  instructed  as  follows: 

**Tou  are  further  instructed  that,  in  determining  whether 
or  not  the  highway  at  the  place  in  question  was  defective,  you 
are  to  take  into  consideration  the  amount  of  labor  and  money 
which  must  necessarily  be  expended  to  obviate  the  condition 
wherein  the  alleged  defect  consists,  and  whether  or  not  the 
same  would  be  so  excessive  as  to  render  impossible  or  im- 
practicable a  change  of  such  condition." 

Whether  or  not  this  was  correct  in  law  we  need  not  deter- 
mine, because  there  was  no  evidence  in  the  case  to  which  such 
instruction  was  applicable.  And  it  is  in  itself  inconsistent 
with  the  theory  of  the  defense  that  there  was  a  strip  twelve 
feet  in  width  to  the  right  of  the  traveled  track  upon  which 
the  plaintiff  might  safely  have  driven.  The  road  in  ques- 
tion is  over  a  hill  called  Buckley's  Hill,  and  is  about  nine 
feet  wide  between  the  raised  sides.  The  wagon  track  is  about 
six  feet  wide.  On  the  right  hand  the  bank  ran  up  four,  six, 
or  eight  feet  high,  and  on  the  left  hand  there  was  a  bank  six- 
teen inches  to  two  feet  high  extending  up  and  then  an  abrupt 
drop.  A  rock  extended  across  the  wagon  track  diagonally. 
The  right  wheel  oi  the  wagon  would  strike  the  rock  first,  and 
from  the  bottom  of  the  rut  to  the  top  of  the  rock  was  about 
eight  to  twelve  inches.  To  the  right  of  the  traveled  track  the 
rock  projected  above  the  sand  from  four  to  six  inches  and 
about  .as  much  on  the  left.  This  shows  no  situation  calling 
for  such  an  instruction. 

The  court  also  refused  the  request  of  the  defendant  that 
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the  jury  be  instructed  tbat  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  1 
cover  for  loss  of  time.  There  was  no  evidence  offered  oi 
subject,  and,  so  far  as  the  record  shows,  no  daiin  made 
she  was  entitled  to  recover  for  any  such  item  of  dan 
The  court  did  instruct  the  jury  with  reference  to  the  f' 
questicm  of  the  special  verdict,  the  form  of  which  was :  " 
sum  of  money  will  componeato  the  plaintiff  for  the  injur 
has  received  ?  "  In  such  instructions  he  told  the  Jury  to 
in  mind  the  condition  of  the  plaintiff's  health  before  and 
the  injury,  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  injuries  as  disc 
by  the  evidence,  and  to  include  compensation  for  the  a 
injury  to  the  plaintiff's  person,  and  for  the  physical  and 
tal  pain  and  suffering  undergone  by  reason  of  the  injury 
not  to  allow  any  sum  for  expenses  incurred  in  the  ca 
medical  attention  of  lie  plaintiff,  and  also  with  referoE 
future  impairment  of  health. 

The  law  as  it  now  exists  with  reference  to  the  liabili 
towns — that  is,  sec.  1339,  Stats.  (1S98),  as  amende 
ch.  305,  Laws  of  1899 —  cuts  off  all  right  of  action  on  the 
of  the  husband  on  account  of  injuries  received  by  the 
and  renders  the  reason  given  for  the  exclusion  of  such 
ages  in  Boding  v.  MUiuavJcee  B.  B.  A  L.  Co.  105  Wis.  48 
N.  W.  861,  no  longer  appropriate.  Cutting  off  a  husb 
right  to  recover  such  damages  does  not  necessarily  confer 
a  wife  the  right  to  recover;  consequently  this  question  i: 
for  future  consideration,  and,  there  being  no  claim  for 
ages  before  the  jury  and  no  evidence  to  warrant  such  i 
ery,  the  refusal  of  the  requested  instruction  was  not  error 
cannot  say  upon  the  evidence  that  the  damages  award* 
the  jury  are  excessive  within  the  rules  governing  the  cc 
oration  of  such  questions. 

In  the  taxation  of  costs  the  respondent  was  pennitt 
tax  an  Item  for  drafting  the  bill  of  exceptions  used  V 
upon  the  first  appeal  in  this  case,  reported  at  130  Wis. 
110  N.  W.  210.  On  the  reversal  of  that  judgment  tl 
spondent  presented  as  an  item  of  disbursements  the  ' 
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ill  of  the  court  reporter  for  the  original  and  copies  of  the 
ranecript  which  constituted  the  major  part  of  the  bill  of  ex- 
eptiona,  and  this  expense  was  paid  bj  tlie  appellant.  The 
lerk  allowed  the  reapondent  to  tax  for  drawing  that  part  of 
he  bill  of  ©xceptiona  so  made  up.  Proper  exception  waa 
aken  to  the  ruling  of  the  clerk,  the  matter  brought  for  re- 
iew  before  the  circuit  court,  who  by  order  allowed  thia  item 
i  costs  to  the  respondent,  and  the  evidence  and  exceptions  on 
he  taxation  of  costs  are  preserved  in  the  bill  of  exceptions, 
lie  statute  (sec.  2921)  provides  for  the  taxation  of  costs  for 
(rawing  bills  of  exceptions,  but  this  cannot  be  held  to  cover 
,  bill  of  exceptions  or  that  part  thereof  composed  of  a  tran- 
cript  of  the  reporter*a  notes  drafted  by  the  reporter  for  the 
oat  of  which  the  respondent  had  theretofore  been  fully  reim- 
inrsed  by  the  appellant.  The  amount  of  this  item,  as  stated 
u  the  printed  case,  is  $146.  This  may  include  something 
Qore  than  the  reporter's  transcript,  but  coimsel  for  respond- 
nt  has  furnished  us  no  separation,  or  basis  for  separation 
xcept  by  counting  folios,  which  we  decline  to  do. 

For  this  error  in  taxation  of  costs  the  judgment  of  the  cir- 
uit  court  must  be  modified  by  striking  therefrom  the  item  of 
>146  above  mentioned,  and,  as  so  modified,  affirmed,  the  costs 
if  this  court  to  be  taxed  against  the  resDondenb 

By  the  Court. — It  is  so  ordered. 


iHBPAHD  Brahtaob  Distbict:  JoHWBOir  and  others,  Com- 
missioners, Appellants,  ts.  Eiuebuait,  Hespondent. 
September  IB — October  B,  1S09. 

tavtoaite  wateri:  RigltU  of  the  public:  Artifiolal  condHiona  KJttn 
become  natural:  Dettruction  In  Aratnofie  proceeding!. 

1.  Evidence,  stated  In  the  opinion.  Held  suSlclent  to  soBtaln  the  flnd- 
tng  of  the  trial  court  that  a  pond,  created  In  a  nonnavlgable 
CTMk  bj  the  flovage  trom  a  dam  acrosB  such  t^^eek,  Is  la  fact 
navigable. 
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2.  The  rlstita  of  the  public  In  a  small  body  of  water,  naviga 

tact  and  conBtltuUng  a  public  hishway,  are  as  much  entit 
protection  as  they  would  be  In  a  more  pretentious  vatero 

3.  An  artificial  condition  of  naTlgabllltr  of  a  pond  originally  c: 

by  a  dam,  becomea,  by  continuance  for  twenty  years,  a.  ni 
condition. 

4.  Sec.  1379—28,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  «46),  authorizing 

age  cconmtssloners  to  condemn  "riparian  rights,  rights  oi 
age  and  water  power,"  does  not  authorise  the  destructl 
bodies  ol  water  navigable  In  fact. 


Apfeai.  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  '. 
county:  E.  Rat  Stbvemb,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  refusing  to  confirm  the 
liminai^  report  of  certain  drainage  commissioners  th( 
fore  appointed.  The  commissioners  reported  in  favor  o 
creation  of  a  drainage  district  in  the  towns  of  York  and 
dina  in  Dane  county,  Wisconsin.  The  drainage  Bystem 
ommended  by  the  commissioners  contemplated  the  ren 
of  a  dam  known  as  Marshall  dam  and  the  destruction 
pond  created  thereby  known  as  Marshall  pond.  The  ci 
court  held  that  the  pond  created  by  the  flowage  of  the 
constituted  navigable  waters  of  Ihe  state  and  that  such  w 
could  not  be  destroyed  under  the  drainage  acts.  The 
missioners  appeal  from  such  order; 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Tenney,  Hi 
Termey,  attorneys,  and  a  supplemental  brief  by  Whitehe 
Matkeson  and  Kearney,  Thompson  &  Myers,  of  counsel, 
oral  argument  by  F.  W.  Hall  and  T.  jtf.  Kearney. 

Elmore  T.  Elver,  for  the  respondent. 

Eaeneb,  J.  The  trial  court  held  that  Waterloo  ere 
not  in  fact  navigable,  but  that  the  pond  therein  created  b, 
flowage  from  the  dam  sought  to  be  condemned  is  navi| 
and  that  its  navigability  could  not  be  destroyed  undei 
powers  granted  or  rights  conferred  by  ch.  419,  Laws  of  1 
as  amended  by  ch.  646,  Laws  of  1907.     The  evidence  tc 
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to  show  that  the  milldam  in  question  was  built  nearly  sixtj 
years  ago  and  has  been  maiutaiued  ever  since ;  that  the  pond 
was  about  a  mile  and  a  half  long,  and  varied  in  width  Irom  a 
few  feet  at  the  upper  end  to  200  or  300  feet  at  the  lower  end, 
and  had  a  depth  of  eight  feet  at  the  dam,  which  gradually  ' 
lessened  until  it  did  not  exceed  two  or  three  feet  at  its  upper 
end;  that  such  pond  covered  about  150  acres;  that  it  was  navi- 
gated by  rowboats ;  that  it  was  used  as  a  reserve  for  fire  pro- 
tection for  the  village  of  Marshall;  that  it  furnished  the 
source  of  supply  of  ice  for  said  village  and  the  neighborhood 
adjacent  thereto;  that  it  was  resorted  to  for  fishing,  and  that 
farmers  in  its  immediate  vicinity  might  transport  their  grists 
to  the  grist  mill  over  the  same  if  they  saw  fit  (although  no 
evidence  was  offered  to  show  that  they  had  done  so  or  were 
ever  likely  to  do  so) ;  and  that  it  was  used  by  the  public  for 
the  purposes  enumerated. 

Slight  as  is  the  showing  of  navigability  in  this  case,  still 
we  think  it  is  aufBcient  to  sustain  the  finding  of  the  trial 
court  that  Uiis  pond  is  in  fact  navigable  and  is  water  in  which 
the  public  has  acquired  rights,  under  the  repeated  decisions  oi 
this  court.  Indeed,  counsel  for  the  appellant  did  not  assert 
otherwise  on  the  oral  argument  The  following  cases,  among 
others  which  might  be  cited,  define  what  constitutes  the  test 
of  navigability  in  a  stream  or  body  of  inland  waters :  Wkisler 
V.  Wilkinson,  22  Wis.  572;  Sellers  v.  Union  L.  Co.  39  Wis. 
525 ;  Olson  v.  Merrill.  42  Wis.  203 ;  A.  C.  Conn  Co.  v.  Little 
Suamico  L.  Mfg.  Co.  74  Wis.  653,  43  N.  W.  660;  Fal/s  Mfg. 
Co.  V.  Oconto  River  Imp.  Co.  87  Wis.  134,  58  N.  W.  257; 
Willow  Biver  Club  v.  Wade,  100  Wis.  86,  76  N.  W.  273 ; 
In  re  Horicon  D.  Dlst.  136  Wis.  227,  116  N.  W.  12.  It  is 
true  that  the  body  of  water  found  to  be  navigable  in  this  case 
is  small,  but  if  it  is  navigable  in  fact  and  constitutes  a  pub- 
lic highway  the  rights  of  the  public  therein  are  as  sacred  and 
as  much  entitled  to  protection  as  they  would  be  in  the  case 
of  a  more  pretentious  watercourse; 
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testator,  IItIhk  at  the  death  of  the  child,  and  to  the  Issue  of 
Buch  as  are  dead,  by  right  of  representation,  under  subd.  5, 
Bee  2270.  StatB.  (1898). 
3.  A  will  giving  to  a  person  named  "all  the  rest,  residue,  and  re- 
mainder" of  an  estate,  subject  to  certain  bequests,  does  not  dis- 
pose of  a  remainder  over  at  the  death  of  such  person. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  few  Dane 
county :  E.  Ray  Stevehs,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Proceedings  for  the  construction  of  a  will. 

Albert  Bowker  died  testate.  His  will  was  duly  admitted 
to  probate  in  the  county  court  of  Dane  county,  Wisconsin, 
May  5, 1891.  He  died  seised  of  certain  real  estate  and  owner 
of  certain  personal  property.  After  settlement  of  his  estate 
there  waa  left  in  the  hands  of  the  esecutris  for  distributi<Ki 
$253.59.  He  willed  all  the  residue  of  his  eetate,  after  pay- 
ment of  his  debts  and  funeral  expenses,  to  his  son  Albert  Ir- 
win Bowker,  subject  to  some  small  bequests  which  have  been 
paid.  The  estete  was  dosed  by  a  final  order  reciting  that 
the  deceased  left  surviving  him  six  children,  named,  who 
were  at  the  date  of  the  order  adults,  and  two  children,  Claudia 
Gertrude,  aged  eleven,  and  Albert  Irwin,  aged  five  years  at 
such  date,  and  his  widow  as  his  sole  heirs,  and  decreeing  as 
follows:  The  testamentary  trustee  is  entitled  to  the  $253.59 
to  be  applied  on  the  legacy  of  $500  to  Claudia  upon  her  at- 
taining the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  on  one  to  a  son,  Ernest, 
upon  the  son  Albert  Irwin  arriving  at  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years,  provided  that,  in  case  the  death  of  Ernest  precedes 
Irwin  attaining  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  the  former's 
legacy  shall  revert  to  Irwin,  all  as  in  said  will  provided ;  and 
in  case  of  the  death  of  Claudia  under  the  age  of  eighteen 
years  her  l^acy  shall  belong  to  such  heirs  at  such  age,  as  she 
would  have  had,  had  she  reached  that  age,  and  the  legacy  to 
Ernest  shall  be  payable  to  him  if  living  at  the  time  Al- 
bert, Jr.,  if  living,  would  reach  the  age  of  twenty-one  years, 
and  if  prior  to  such  time  Ernest  shall  die  leaving  issue  of 
his  body  living  at  such  time,  his  legacy  shall  be  paid  at  such 
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time  to  auch  issue,  otherwise,  in  case  of  the  death  of  E 
before  such  time  leaving  no  issue,  the  legacy  sliall  fall 
the  residuum  of  the  estate  and  go  to  Albert  or  his  1 
Subject  to  the  homestead  and  dowec  right  of  the  wido^ 
pajment  of  the  legacies  the  estate  was  decreed  to  Albe 
residuary  legatee  as  provided  in  the  will. 

After  entry  of  the  final  order  as  aforesaid  Albert  1 
died  under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years  leaving  as  surv 
his  mother,  Mary,  brothers  and  sisters  and  issue  of  dec 
brothers  and  sisters,  children  and  grandchildren  of  Alber 
Maiion  Hoes,  being  trustee  of  the  proceeds  of  a  sale  o 
real  estate  for  Albert  Irwin  and  his  mother,  after  the  des 
the  former  petitioned  the  county  court  for  an  order  dire 
disposition  thereof.  Respondents,  as  heirs  of  Albert, 
claimed  that  the  property  which  would  belong  to  A 
Irwin,  if  living,  belonged  to  them  under  sec.  2270,  ! 
(1898)  ;  should  go  to  the  living  children  of  Albert,  Sr. 
the  issue  of  his  deceased  children  by  right  of  represent! 
The  county  court  bo  held  and  on  appeal  to  the  circuit 
the  result  was  the  same.  Judgment  was  rendered  at 
ingly. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Gilbert,  Ja 
£  Ela,  and  oral  argument  by  Emerson  Eh. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  A.  P.  M 
and  oral  argument  by  M.  S.  Dudgeon. 

Maebhai-i,,  J.  The  question  at  i.'isue  on  the  appeal 
be  concisely  stated  thus :  If  a  person  having  children  die 
tate  leaving  property  by  testamentary  gift  to  one  of 
with  no  direction  for  disposition  thereof  in  case  of  tb 
mination  of  that  estate  by  death  or  otherwise,  and  Bueh 
dies  in  infancy,  and  so,  necessarily,  intestate,  he  not  h 
been  married,  does  such  property  descend  to  the  other 
dren  of  such  person,  living  at  the  death  of  the  first  take: 
the  children  of  such  as  are  dead,  by  right  of  representa 
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rhat,  as  held  by  the  learned  trial  court,  is  unmistakably  ruled 
)y  eubd.  B,  aec  2270,  Stats.  (1898),  in  these  words: 

"If  any  person  shall  die  leaving  several  children  or  leav- 
ng  one  child  and  the  issue  of  one  or  more  other  children,  and 
inj  such  surviving  child  shall  die  under  age,  not  having  been 
narried,  all  the  estate  tliat  came  to  the  deceased  child  by  in- 
leritance  or  by  testamentary  gift  from  such  deceased  parent 
ind  all  personal  property  which  belongs  to  auch  deceased 
'hild  by  reason  of  distribution  under  subd.  6  of  sec  3935 
ihall  descend  and  be  distributed  in  equal  shares  to  the  other 
Jiildren  of  the  same  parent  and  to  the  issue  of  any  such  other 
^ildren  who  shall  have  died,  by  right  of  representation." 

The  statute  is  so  plain,  that  it  would  be  a  waste  of  words 
to  indulge  in  discussion  for  the  purpose  of  elucidating  its 
meaning  or  pointing  out  its  application  to  the  facts  of  this 
;ase,  as  summarized  in  the  proposition  stated. 

Counsel  for  appellant  suggest  that  the  statute  is  a  law  of 
descent,  which  does  not  apply  here  because  the  property  in 
i^uestion  was  disposed  o£  by  the  will  of  Albert  Bowker.  True, 
the  statute  is  one  regulating  descent  and  so  applies  wholly  to 
intestate  property.  But  the  property  in  question  is  clearly 
within  the  statute,  since,  though  it  is  testate  property  as  re- 
^rds  Albert  Bowker,  Sr.,  and  came  to  Albert  Irwin  by  testa- 
mentary gift,  it  is  intestate  property  of  the  latter.  By  the 
terms  of  the  law  it  includes  property  received  by  a  child,  sub- 
sequently dying  in  infancy,  by  inheritance  or  testamentary 
gift- 
Counsel  is  plainly  in  error  in  the  claim  that  the  remainder 
over  after  the  death  of  Albert  Irwin  was  disposed  of  by  the 
will  of  his  father.  He  did  not  even  will  the  property,  as  sug- 
gested, to  Albert  Irwin  and  bis  heirs.  Had  he  done  so  the  term 
"heirs"  would  be  referable  to  the  section  under  consideration. 
The  will  gave,  direction  to  the  title  only  till  it  should  vest  in 
Albert  Irwin,  the  words  being:  "I  give  and  bequeath  to  mv 
son  Albert  Irwin  all  the  rest,  residue,  and  remainder  of  my 
estate,  both  real  and  personal,  subject,"  etc.,  specifying  the 
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legacies  which  have  been  paid  as  indicated  in  the  statei 
That  left  direction  of  the  title  in  the  circmnstanoea  whic 
currcd  wholly  aa  specified  in  the  statute^  oa  the  circuit  < 
decided. 

By  ihe  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Chioaoo,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Padi.  Bail w at  Compant, 
pellant,  ts.  Village  of  Faie  Oaks,  Respondent 
Septemfter  18 — Oc(oB«r  S,  1909, 

EaUroadt:  Bighictiv  croasingt:  Maintenance:  PlanMna:  Condi 
turn:  Compenaatton:  ConttiUitional  loio.'  Police  power, 

1.  Under  sec  1299h— 1,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  cb.  120), — requli 

rallvKy  coinpany  at  Us  own  expense  to  construct,  gnde 
maintain  In  safe  condition  for  public  travel  the  portion  o 
'  talgliway  extending  upon  or  across  Its  tracks  or  rlgbt  of  yi 
any  Incorporated  vlllase,  etc.. — tlie  company  must,  by  pla: 
or  some  equivalent  therefor,  adjust  tlie  surface  of  the  hig 
where  It  crOBBCB  the  tracks  substantially  to  a  level  wit 
tops  of  the  rails. 

2.  Where  a  portion  of  the  right  of  way  of  s  railway  company  li 

demned  for  the  purpose  of  extending  a  highway  acros 
tracks,  the  company  Is  not  entitled  to  be  compensated  fc 
expense  which  It  must  Incur  la  constructing  and  malnts 
the  crossing  as  required  by  the  statute,  such  burden  beln 
posed  upon  it  solely  tor  the  protection  of  the  public 
8.  The  requirement  of  sec.  1399h — 1,  Stats.,  Is  a  legltlm&t«  ex< 
of  police  power  for  the  protection  of  the  safety  of  the  pub! 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  ] 
county:  E.  Rat  Stbtenb,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Condemnation  proceeding  for  the  ezteoBion  of  Jac 
street  acroaa  the  existing  right  of  way  and  tracks  of  thi 
pellant  It  was  stipulated  by  th«  parties,  and  found  b; 
court,  that  the  diminiahed  ralue  of  appellant's  land  wa 
and  that  the  oost  of  planking  the  crossing  in  perpetuity  v 
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e  $99.  The  court  awarded  as  damages  $1  and  refused  to 
[low  the  $99,  from  which  refusal  the  railroad  ccanpany 
rioga  this  appeal. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellaut  on  tlie  brief  of 
'anbom  t£  Blake,  attorneys,  and  C.  H.  Vtm  Alstine,  of  coun- 
;1,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  M.  B.  Olbrich. 

DoDOK,  J.  The  first  contention  made  by  appellant  is  that 
le  new  statute,  enacted  by  ch.  120,  Laws  of  1907,  added  as 
X.  1299A — 1,  Stats.,  does  not  require  it  to  plank  the  crossing 
I  the  new  street    That  act  provides: 

"Whenever  any  highway  in  any  town  or  incorporated  tU- 
ige,  without  the  limits  of  any  incorporated  city,  shall  extend 
pon,  over  or  across  the  tracks  or  right  of  way  of  any  railway 
>mpany,  such  railway  company  shall,  at  its  own  expense, 
mstruct,  grade  and  maintain  in  safe  condition  for  public 
-avel,  the  portion  of  such  highway  or  OTOssing  extending 
pon,  over  or  across  the  tracks  or  right  of  way  of  audi  railway 
>mpany." 

Does  this  include  planking  the  surface  between  and  ad- 
>ining  the  tracks?  The  affirmative  was  quite  directly  de- 
!ared  in  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Go.  v.  Milwaukee,  97  Wia. 
IS,  431,  435,  72  N.  W.  1118;  and,  while  the  question  was 
ot  necessarily  involved  in  that  case,  the  reasons  there  pre- 
mted  still  appear  to  us  cogent  and  conclusive.  The  portion 
f  tlie  highway  at  the  place  of  intersection  with  the  tracks 
mnot  be  so  constructed  and  maintained  as  to  be  in  "safe 
mdition  for  public  travel"  without  such  planking,  or  some 
luivalent  therefor,  as  to  adjust  the  surface  substantially  to 
level  with  the  tops  of  the  rails.  Of  course  this  might  be  ao- 
)mplished  by  the  use  of  cranent  or  concrete,  and  perhaps  in 
)nie  other  way,  but  at  expense  probably  as  mudi  or  greater 
lan  the  planking,  and  we  take  the  practical  question  here  in- 
}lved  to  be  whether  planking  or  some  equivalent  is  by  the 
latute  imposed  upon  the  company.  Without  it,  the  crossing 
ould  be  safe  neither  for  tho  public  travel  upon  the  highway 
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nor  for  the  imintcmipted  passage  of  trains  over  it 
danger  to  the  public  results  not  only  from  the  preeeni 
rails  in  the  street,  but  from  the  probable  presence  of  teai 
other  obstructions  upon  the  track  so  that  accidents  may  < 
to  trains  or  they  may  be  obliged  to  stop.  The  public  a 
is  involved  both  in  the  travel  on  the  street  and  in  the  t 
of  tlie  railroad.  We  think  the  words  of  the  statute  are  cl 
broad  enough  to  require  such  adjustment  of  the  eurfa 
the  rails  as  is  ordinarily  accomplished  by  planking,  an( 
obvious  purpose  of  the  act  is  such  as  to  arouse  belief  in 
intention. 

2.  A  furdier  contention  of  tlie  appellant  is  that,  if  it 
quired  by  law  to  incur  this  expense  as  a  consequence  o 
condemnation  of  a  portion  of  its  right  of  way  for  use 
highway,  such  expense  is  an  impairment  of  the  value  ( 
property,  and  therefore  should  be  compensated  in  the 
demnation  proceedings,  a  contention  which,  if  the  conde 
tion  were  for  another  railroad,  finds  support  in  State  e: 
Notikem  Pac.  B.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission,  ante,  p. 
121  N.  W.  919,  decided  so  recently  that  the  opinion  was 
ably  not  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  circuit  judge  i 
instant  case.  In  that  opinion,  however,  the  distinctii 
clearly  drawn  between  a  condemnation  of  thd  lands  o: 
railroad  for  the  use  of  another  and  a  condemnation  fo 
uses  of  a  public  highway,  with  reference  to  those  burde 
expense  and  maintenance  in  compliance  with  police  pe 
tions,  resulting  from  the  new  use  of  that  portion  of  plaii 
right  of  way  taken  for  the  crossing.  In  the  case  of  higl 
those  burdens  fall  purely  and  solely  for  public  protection 
the  case  of  condemnation  for  a  new  railroad,  elements  o 
vate  profit  result  from  the  condemnation,  although  the 
not  the  sole  reason  for  it^  and  therefore  it  has  been  held, 
declared  in  State  ex  rel.  NoHhcrn  Pac.  B.  Co.  v.  Bai 
Commission,  supra,  that  those  expenses,  so  far  aa  the 
cast  upon  the  plaintiff  by  the  new  crossing,  should  be  coi 
sated  by  the  condemnor,  if  another  railroad  company, 
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1  the  case  of  tlie  public  thej  should  not,  because  &  mere 
uiden  of  expenae  resulting  wholly  from  obedience  to  po- 
ce  regulations  rendered  necessary  by  the  development  and 
rowth  of  the  oommuuity  and  application  of  governmental 
olicy.  State  ex  rel.  Minneapolis  v.  St.  Paul,  M.  <&  M.  R. 
'o.  98  Minn.  380,  108  N.  W.  261;  Chicago,  if.  £  St.  P.  B. 
'o.  V.  Milwaukee,  supra. 

3.  Upon  the  question  whether  the  requirement  of  sec. 
299A — 1,  Stats.,  is  a  Intimate  exercise  of  police  power  jus- 
ified  by  considerations  of  protection  of  the  safety  of  the 
ublic^  Chicago,  M.  £  St.  P.  B.  Co.  v,  Milwaukee,  supra,  is 
na).  As  there  well  said:  "There  is  no  distinction  in  prin- 
iple  between  the  planking  of  the  crossing  and  the  mainte- 
ance  of  crossing  signs,  warning  posts,  cattle-guards,  wing 
encee,  crossing  gates,"  and  other  things  there  mentioned, 
"he  suggestion  of  a  distinction  because  the  plajiking  or  its 
quivalent  is  really  a  part  of  the  construction  of  the  railroad 
(  an  immaterial  one.  Obviously  it  is  no  more  so  than  the 
instruction  of  cattle-guards  required  by  sea  1810,  Stats. 
1898),  and  sustained  as  a  police  regulation  in  Chicago,  M. 
:  St.  P.  B.  Co.  V.  Milwaukee,  supra,  and  cases  t^ere  cited. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed 


7oi.v  and  others,  Beepondents,  vs.  Gbeen  Bat,  Osukosh, 
Madison  &  Soutbwsstbbn  Railway  Coufaht,  Ap- 
pellant 

Beptemter  IS—Octoter  B,  1909. 

ovrt*:  Prentviption  of  reovtarity  in  proceedingi:  Appeal:  Bamleta 
vrror:  RailToadt:  Condemnation  of  land:  Determining  rigMt  of 
mortgagee:  Damage*:  Evidence:  Opiniont:  Qwliftcation  of  u>it- 
ne$aet. 

L  In  a  proceeding  Id  a  court  of  general  Jurisdiction,  whers  no  ques- 
tion of  vant  of  jurisdiction  Is  raised,  it  will  be  presumed  In  the 
absence  of  a  contrary  showing  tbat  the  neceasary  steps  were 
Vol.  140—22 
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taken  (or  the  entry  ot  Judtnnent,  altbough  not  all  Bucb 
necessary  to  reKularltr  appear  of  record. 

2.  An  alleged  IrreRularlty  In  condemnation  proceedings.  In  t 

order  appears  ol  record  directing  the  clerk  to  enter  ]ud. 
will  not,  where  no  substantial  rlghta  ot  the  appellant  i 
fected  thereby,  work  a  reverse  of  the  Judgment. 

3.  The  fact  tbat  the  rlgfits  of  a  mortgagee  were  not  adjndlcf 

condemnation  proceedings  U  not  good  ground  for  disturb! 
Judgment  on  appeal,  where  the  parties  had  stipulated  tl 
mortgags  clafm  should  be  paid  out  of  the  amount  recove 

4.  In  proceedings  to  oondrann  a  strip  of  land  tor  a  rallro 

proper  Inquiry  with  reference  to  ilamages  recoverable 
Jury  to  plainUtF's  adjoining  lands,  was  whether  snch  land 
depreciated  In  market  value  by  the  taKlng  of  the  strip  f< 
purpose;  but  It  wu  not  prejudicial  error  In  this  c&ae  to 
witnesses  to  be  asked  what  In  their  opinion  was  the  amc 
damage  caused  by  the  railroad  cutting  through  plalntlfT: 
It  appearing  that  counsd,  court,  and  jury  all  understoc 
the  word  "damage"  referred  to  depreciation  In  the  marke 
of  the  part  of  plaintltf's  land  not  taken. 

5.  In  condemnation  proceedings  witnesseB  who  showed  faml 

with  the  value  of  lands  and  the  probable  Injury  to  sucb 
from  division  thereof  by  a  railroad  and  Its  operation  were 
fled  to  give  opinion  evidence  on  the  subject. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  tlie  circuit  court  for  Shi 
county :  John  Goodi_^kd,  Circuit  Judge,    Affirmed. 

This  is  a  proceeding  for  acquiring  a  atrip  of  land  aero 
farm  of  the  reepondenta  as  a  right  of  way  for  the  app 
railway  company.  Upon  the  appeal  fnan  tie  award  i 
commissioners  appointed  to  appraise  the  damages,  the 
in  the  circuit  court  awarded  the  reepondents  $175  as  the 
of  the  strip  of  land  taken  and  $575  as  the  damages  su 
by  the  remainder  of  respondents'  farm  by  the  taking, 
commissioners  had  awarded  $103.80  a«  the  value  of  the 
taken  and  $50  as  the  damages  to  tlie  remainder  of  re^ 
onts'  land. 

Upon  the  trial  one  of  the  witnesses  had  stated  tiiat  it 
damage  to  have  the  railroad  passing  through  the  farm,  a 
was  then  asked :  "Q.  In  your  opinion,  how  much  doe: 
damage  amount  to  ?"    Another  witness  was  asked :  "Q.  ' 
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in  your  opinion,  is  tJie  amount  of  damage  caused  by  the 
TTiscimsi'n  £  Northern  cutting  throiigli  this  land  ?"  Other  wit- 
nesses were  asked  similar  questions.  Objection  was  made 
to  these  questions  on  the  ground  that  they  were  incompetent 
and  immaterial  and  not  proper  questions.  No  specific  ground 
for  the  objection  was  su^ested  to  the  court.  Although  excep- 
tion waa  taken  to  the  ruling  of  the  court  permitting  these 
questions,  no  attempt  waa  made  on  cross-examination  to  have 
the  witnesses  explain  the  grounds  for  their  (pinions  or  what 
they  included  in  their  estimates  of  the  damages  to  which  they 
had  testified. 

The  court  instructed  the  jury  that  Hie  respondents  were  en- 
titled to  recover  the  value  of  the  strip  taken,  and  tbat  the 
depreciation  in  the  market  value  caused  to  the  remainder  of 
the  respondents'  farm  by  such  taking  and  use  constituted 
damages  which  they  were  also  entitled  to  recover. 

After  the  costs  were  taxed  the  cleA  of  the  court  entered 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  respondents  for  the  full  amount 
found  by  the  jury.  Reference  is  made  in  the  judgment  to  the 
fact  that  the  strip  taken  is  included  in  a  mortgage  on  the  lands 
of  the  respondents  and  that  the  parties  had  stipulated  for  its 
payment  out  of  the  damages  recoviered.  No  deduction  was 
made  in  the  judgment  entered  of  the  amount  which  had  been 
awarded  by  the  commissioners  and  which  the  appellant  had 
paid  into  cotirt.  Respondents  have  filed  a  satisfaction  for  so 
much  of  the  judgment  as  ^as  so  paid  into  court  This  is  an 
appeal  from  the  judgment 

For  the  appellant  there  waa  a  brief  by  WallricK,  Dilleit  & 
Larson,  and  oral  ailment  by  A,  8.  Larson. 

P.  J.  'Winter,  for  the  respondents. 

SiEBECK«E,  J.  The  objectiott  to  the  entry  oi  judgment  be- 
cause no  order  appears  of  record  directing  the  clerk  to  enter 
judgment  cannot  prevail.  This  is  a  proceeding  in  a  court  of 
general  jurisdiction  and  no  question  of  want  of  jurisdiction 
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ie  raised.  Under  such  circumstances  the  rule  ie  that,  th( 
every  step  necessary  to  regularity  may  not  appear  of  ret 
the  preeumption,  in  the  absence  of  a  contrary  showing,  ia 
the  necessary  steps  were  taken  for  the  entry  of  judgn 
Falkncr  v.  Guild,  10  Wis.  563 ;  In  re  Marchant's  Estate, 
Wis.  526,  99  N.  W.  320.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  all 
irregularity  in  any  way  affected  llie  substantial  rights  oi 
appellant.  He  is  therefore  in  no  position  to  complain. 
2829,  Stats.  (1898). 

Nor  is  the  fact  that  the  rights  of  the  mortgagee  in  the 
taken  were  not  adjudicated  good  ground  for  disturbing 
judgment  on  this  appeal,  for  it  appears  that  the  partie 
stipulation  agreed  that  the  mortgage  claim  on  the  land  sh 
be  paid  out  of  the  amount  recovered.  If  any  action  u 
quired  to  protect  appellant  as  to  the  payment  of  this  in< 
brance,  it  can  readily  be  secured  upon  application  to  the  c 
for  a  direction  in  the  matter. 

The  objection  to  the  opinion  evidemce  of  witnesses 
tifying  to  the  damages  caused  to  the  respondents'  land  ad 
ing  the  strip  taken  is  twofold  in  character.  It  is  clai 
that  the  questions  propounded  were  improper  and  that 
witnesses  were  not  qualified  to  give  opinions  on  the  sul 
of  inquiry.  The  appropriate  and  correct  inquiry  is  whr 
respondents'  lands  adjoining  the  strip  taken  were  depreci 
in  market  value  by  the  taldng  of  the  strip.  The  ooui 
submitting  the  issue  to  the  jury  informed  them  that  thi 
spondents  could  recover  no  damages  for  injury  to  lands 
taken,  unless  it  appeared  that  they  were  depreciated  in  mi 
value  by  the  taking  of  the  strip  and  its  use  for  railroad 
poses.  The  questions  propounded  to  the  witnesses  wero 
eral  in  form  and  do  not  specifically  embody  this  form  a 
quiry.  It  appears,  however,  from  wliat  took  place  at 
trial  that  the  questions  propounded  comprehended  this 
and  that  counsel  and  witnesses  understood  that  the  i 
"damage,"  as  employed,  referred  to  tlie  depreciation  in 
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nuirkot  value  of  that  part  of  respondents'  lands  not  talien. 
This  is  confirmed  b;  appellant's  counsel's  omission  to  make 
any  inquiry  of  the  witneases  as  tl>  what  was  embraced  in  their 
opinion  on  the  subject.  His  failure  to  pursue  the  matter  was 
evidently  due  to  the  fact  that  counsel,  court,  and  jury  under- 
stood the  witnesses  were  e^cpressing  their  opinion  of  the  de- 
preciation in  the  market  value  of  the  lands  not  taken.  We 
do  not  find  that  the  irregularity  complained  of  operated  to 
the  appellant's  prejudice^ 

The  witnesses'  qualification  to  give  opinion  evidence  on  this 
subject  was  sufficiently  shown.  They  showed  familiarity 
with  the  value  of  lands  and  the  probable  injury  to  such  lands 
from  division  by  a  railroad  and  its  operation.  The  grounds 
of  their  opinions  were  sufficiently  disclosed  to  the  jury. 

It  is  urged  that  the  remarks  of  respondents'  counsel  to  the 
jury  were  prejudicial.  We  have  examined  them  and  find  no 
grounds  for  an  inference  that  they  in  any  way  aSocted  the 
result  on  the  triaL 

There  is  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  ihe  Cotirt. — Judgment  affirmed. 


T.  D.  'KeLzooa  Lumbeb  &  Mahupaotubiho  Compaitt,  Ap- 
pellant, va  Wbbster  Manufactueiho  Comfaut,  Re- 
spondents 

BeptemT>er  18 — October  5,  1909. 

<l-4)  EviiUnce;  Account  tookt:  Principal  ond  agent:  ASinUiiona 
of  agent:  Belf-aerving  declarationt :  A»9ignor  and  aitignee. 
(5)  Appeal:  Exceptions.  (6)  Tax  title*:  When  agent  may  pur- 
chaie  pTincipaVa  land, 

1.  Entries  In  account  books  are  not,  nnaer  eec.  41S7,  Stats.  (IS98>, 
admlsatble  aa  evidence  of  any  Item  of  money  paid  at  one  time 
exceeding  Bve  dollars^ 

t.  Dnswom  statements  or  admlseloiui  of  an  agent  are  not  evldeiic« 
in  favor  of  the  principal. 
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3.  Id  an  action  by  a  grantee  of  land  upon  a  covenant  a^nal 

cumbrDDces  to  recover  a  buid  paid  In  redemption  of  a  tax 
tlHcate,  declarations  In  a  letter  vrltten  by  an  agent  of  de( 
ant,  found  Id  Ita  fl]es,  statins  that  another  agent  itad  bo] 
in  the  certlflcate  In  hie  own  name  and  tbat  defendant  bad  n 
a  draft  to  make  op  the  amount  tbereof,  were  mere  self-aer 
declarations  and  not  admissible  on  bebalf  of  defendant  to  s 
tbat  the  certlflcate  was  taken  by  the  agent  for  defendant 
that  the  transaction  amounted  to  a  payment  of  the  taxee. 

4.  Admissions  of  the  agent  who  took  tbe  tax  certlOcate  in  bis 

name,  that  be  took  it  for  defendant,  are  not  admissible  ags 
plaintiff  under  the  doctrine  tbat  tbe  admiastons  of  an  aselg 
made  prior  to  tbe  assignment,  are  admissible  against  tlu 
Bignee.  Plaintiff  having  redeemed  from  the  tax  sale  and 
ing  sued  for  breach  of  the  covenant  against  Incumbrance 
not  claiming  as  aaslgnee  of  tbe  agent. 

5.  Where  findings  necessary  to  support  the  Judgment  were  i 

ciently  excepted  to  and  are  unsupported  by  coRipeteDt  evid 
tbe  Judgment  will  be  reversed,  and  it  is  Infmaterlal  that 
exception  to  another  finding  was  insufficient 

6.  A  person  employed  by  a  lumber  company  aa  superintendent 

in  charge  of  Its  business  In  a  county  was  not  precluded  by  i 
position  from  taking  a  certiflcate  In  bis  own  name  at  a  tax 
of  the  company's  land,  wiiere  be  was  not  charged  with  the  > 
of  paying  the  ta\es  nor  lurnished  with  money  for  tbat  purj 

Appeai,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Langl 
county:  John  Goodlakd,  Circuit  Jud^.    Reversed. 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  $521.61  paid  Noven 
19,  1904,  in  redemption  of  a.  tax  certificate  alleged  to  be 
standing  against  tbe  real  estate  of  plaintiff,  purchased  i 
tbe  defendant  through  one  T.  D.  Kellt^.  Thp  action 
based  upon  covenants  against  incumbrances,  and  it  was 
leged  that  the  tax  certificate  was  an  outstanding  incumbn 
against  plaintiff's  property,  and  before  action  brought 
plaintiff  paid  the  amount  duo  on  the  certificate  to  the  ooi 
clerk  of  Langlade  county  and  brought  this  action  to  rea 
it  from  the  defendant  upon  a  warranty.  The  action 
tried  by  the  court,  and  the  court  found  that  on  the  22d 
of  December,  18D8,  the  defendant  was  tbe  owner  of  the 
ei>tate  in  question  and  conveyed  tlie  same  by  warranty  < 
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to  one  Eellogg^,  who  coQveyed  to  the  plaintiff,  and  tliat  simul- 
taneously with  the  delivery  of  Baid  wamiDty  deed  the  de- 
fendant executed  and  delivered  to  Kellogg  a  writing  whereby 
it  agreed  to  save  Eellogg  hamlees  from  all  tax  certificates 
outstanding  against  said  real  estate;  that  in  Hay,  1897,  said 
lands  were  sold  for  taxes  to  on«  W.  C.  Weeks  for  the  sum 
of  $345.13  and  a  certificat«  in  the  usual  form  iseued  to 
said  Weeks;  that  between  1892  and  the  date  of  the  convey- 
ance of  the  premises  by  defendant,  Weeks  was  in  the  «nploy 
of  defendant  as  superintendent  and  had  charge  of  its  business 
in  Lan^ade  county;  that  A.  J.  Webster  was  president  and 
manager  of  def^idant,  and  all  tx&nsaotions  and  communica- 
tions between  Weeks  and  the  defendant  were  conducted 
on  behalf  of  defendant  by  said  A.  J.  W^ter,  and  that 
said  Webster  died  in  1903 ;  that  during  the  superintendency 
of  said  Weeks  the  defendant  kept  a  bank  account  in  the 
city  of  Antigo^  Langlade  coanty,  and  Weeks  as  superin- 
tendent and  agent  of  defendant  drew  checks  against  said  bank 
account  and  made  drafts  on  the  home  ofdoe  at  Superior  fur 
the  benefit  of  the  bank  acoount  at  Antigo  in  the  name  of  de- 
fendant by  Weeks,  superintendent;  that  in  purcliasing  the  tax 
certificate  Weeks  acted  as  agent  of  defendant,  and  purchased 
soch  eertifieate  with  the  money  of  the  defendant  and  hdd  it 
for  its  benefit;  tliat  in  March,  1898,  defendant  brought  an 
actJOTi  against  Langlade  county,  Weeks,  and  others  to  set 
aside  the  taxes  for  which  said  land  was  sold  and  for  which 
the  certificate  had  issued  to  Weeks;  that  the  action  was 
1»ought  by  an  attorney  employed  <»i  behalf  of  defendant  by 
Weeks,  and  that  said  Weeks  on  behalf  of  defendant  controlled 
said  action  and  made  all  communications  with  the  attorney 
so  employed;  that  Langlade  county  in  its  answer  averred  that 
said  Weeks  bought  and  held  this  certificate  as  the  agjent  of  de- 
fendant and  that  his  purchase  of  it  amounted  to  a  payment 
of  the  taxes;  that  this  action  was  never  brought  to  trial  and 
has  never  been  disposed  of;  that  on  February  16,  1903,  said 
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Weeks  commenced  an  action  against  the  plaintiff  to  fore 
said  tax  certificate  pursuant  to  eec.  IISI,  Stats.  (IE 
which  acti(xi  is  denominated  t^e  "Weeks  action;"  that 
after  the  Weeks  aatioa  was  begun  and  on  February  18,  1 
tlie  plaintiff  herein  notified  defendant  in  this  action  o: 
commencement  of  said  action,  and  that  if  it  did  not  givi 
matter  immediate  consideration  it  would  be  neceesar^ 
plaintiff  to  protect  ita  interest  in  the  action  and  hole 
fendant  for  all  damages;  diat  the  Weeks  action  remE 
pending  in  the  Langlade  county  circuit  court  until  the  ft 
1904;  that  in  September,  1904,  the  plaintiff  demande 
defendant  that  it  r©de«n  from  the  tax  certificate  in  ques 
BO  aa  to  (dear  the  title  to  the  property  and  let  the  mone 
main  in  court  in  lieu  of  the  certificate  lien,  and  tok 
fendant  that  if  this  were  not  done  plaintiff  would  redeem 
look  to  defendant  for  its  damages ;  that  in  reply  to  thii 
defendant  offered  to  assume  the  defense  of  the  acti<m,  bi 
fused  to  redeem  from  the  certificate,  and  advised  ag 
plaintiff  doing  so;  that  immediately  after  redemptio] 
plaintiff,  upon  stipulation  between  plaintiff  and  Weeks 
Weeks  action  was  discontinued;  tliat  at  no  time  did 
plaintiff  tender  defendant  the  defense  of  the  Weeks  acti< 

And  as  concIuBions  of  law  that  the  purchase  by  Wee! 
the  tax  certificate  constituted  a  payment  of  the  taxes, 
that  such  certificate  was  no  lien  against  the  premises  in 
tion,  and  that  the  redemption  by  plaintiff  from  the  taji 
tificate  raised  no  liability  of  defendant  to  plaintiff. 

Judgment  was  entered  accordingly  that  plaintiff 
nothing  and  that  the  defendant,  Webster  Manufacturing  < 
pony,  recover  from  the  plaintiff  tiie  costs.  From  the  ; 
ment  entered  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Fimicane  £  Cot\ 
and  oral  argument  by  A.  C.  Convxiy. 

S.  F.  Qard,  for  the  respondent 
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Keewih,  J.  The  vital  question  for  determination  upon 
this  appeal  is  whetlier  the  tax  certificate  taken  in  the  name  of 
Weeks  was  a  valid  lien  upon  the  real  estate  conveyed  to 
plaintiff.  If  so,  then  the  plaintiff  had  a  good  cause  of  action 
against  the  defendant  This  question  turns  upon  whether  the 
proof  establishes  that  the  certificate'  was  taken  by  Weeks  for 
the  defendant  and  therefore  amounted  to  a  payment  of  the 
taxes,  and  whether  the  relation  of  Weeks  to  the  defendant  in 
the  matter  was  such  as  to  prevent  him  from  taking  the  certifi- 
cate and  thereby  making  it  a  lien  upon  the  premises.  These 
questions  involve  an  examination  of  the  evidence  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  sustains  the  findings.  Much  labor  has  been 
imposed  upon  the  court  on  account  of  the  indefinite  and  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  the  evidences  We  have  bestowed 
much  labor  upon  the  record  with  a  view  of  discovering,  if  pos- 
sible, sufficient  ccanpetent  evidence  to  support  the  findings  in 
view  of  the  well-settled  doctrine  of  this  court  that,  unless  the 
clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence  is  against  the  findings, 
they  cannot  be  disturbed.  We  have  in  the  first  place  the 
prima  facie  case  made  in  favor  of  Weeks's  title  by  the  certifi- 
cate, r^^nlar  upon  its  face,  in  addition  to  the  positive  evidence 
of  Weeks  that  he  was  the  absolute  owner  of  the  certificate, 
corroborated  by  (Jertnide  Weeks,  bookkeeper.  To  meet  this 
evidence  the  defendant  attempted  to  make  a  case  by  state- 
ments in  bodts  of  defendant  kept  by  Weeks  and  his  wife 
ffhile  in  the  employ  of  defendant,  and  letters  and  declarations 
written  and  made  by  agents  of  defendant.  The  defendant 
put  in  evidence,  under  objection,  certain  entries  on  the  cash 
\to6k  and  ledger  of  the  defendant  company,  which  it  was 
claimed  tended  to  show  p^ment  by  the  defendant  of  an 
amount  aa  a  tax  certificate  corresponding  to  the  amount  of 
the  tax  certificate  in  question;  also  a  letter  in  the  hand- 
writing of  GOTtrude  Weeks,  and  found  in  the  files  of  defraid- 
ant's  office,  referring  to  &e  fact  that  the  land  had  been  sold 
ioT  taxes  and  that  Weeks  had  bought  in  the  certificate  in  his 
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own  Dame  in  order  to  save  interest,  and  stating  the  amount 
paid  for  the  certificate,  which  corresponds  in  amount  with  the 
certificate  in  question,  and  that  the  defendant  had  made  draft 
for  $200  to  make  up  the  amount  of  the  certificate,  $245.13. 
The  draft  also  was  found  in  the  files  of  defendant's  office,  and 
is  in  evidence  under  objection.  Cut  the  diflioult;  witii  this 
evidence  is  that  it  was  incompetent.  The  entries  in  the  books 
were  not  competent  because  no  sufficient  foundation  was  laid 
for  their  admission  under  the  provisions  of  sees.  4186,  4187, 
State.  (1898),  and  they  were  not,  even  if  regularly  in  evi- 
dence, proof  of  payment  of  the  item  $245.13,  being  an  item 
osceeding  $5.  Sec  4187,  Stata.  (1898)  ;  Winner  v.  Baumart^ 
28  Wis.  563 ;  Broum.  v.  Warner,  IIC  Wis.  358,  93  K  W.  17. 
The  letters  and  entries  could  only  be  admissible,  if  at  all,  as 
declarations  of  the  agents  of  defendant,  and  upfm  Oiia  ground 
defendant's  counsel  claims  they  were  competent,  particularly 
the  letter  written  by  Gertrude  Weeks,  heretofore  referred  to, 
respecting  the  payment  of  the  $245.13  on  the  tax  certificate. 
No  attempt  was  made  to  prove  the  facta,  but  the  letter  and 
otlier  declarations  of  the  agents  of  defendant  were  offered  as 
evidence  of  payment.  Such  evidence  was  merely  self-serving 
declarations  and  incompetrait  Anderson  v.  Fetzer,  75  Wis. 
562,  44  X.  W.  838 ;  Befay  v.  Wheeler,  84  Wis.  135,  53  N.  W. 
1121;  Chase  v.  Woodruff,  133  Wis.  555,  113  N.  W.  973; 
Fay  V.  BanJcin,  47  Wis.  400,  2  N.  W.  562 ;  Jilaun  v.  Slebbins, 
41  Wis.  235.  It  was  not  shown  that  the  letter  was  written 
or  sent  by  Gertrude  Weeks;  only  that  it  was  found  in  the  files 
and  was  in  her  handwriting.  The  unsworn  statements  of  an 
agent  are  not  evidence  in  favor  of  the  f^noipah  16  Cyc. 
1205, 1206. 

It  is  aipied,  however,  by  respondent  that  the  deG]ar8ti<»s 
were  not  the  declarations  of  agents  of  defendant,  but  admia- 
sions  of  W.  C.  Weeks  made  through  his  wife  and  agent;  but 
both  Weeks  and  his  wife  were  agents  of  defendant  in  the 
transactions  offered  aa  evidence.    It  is  further  ai^ed  that  tbe 
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admiseious  of  Weeks  were  admissible  against  plaintiff  because 
plaintiff  18  elaiming  under  WeckSt  under  4^e  dcwtrine  that 
the  admissions  of  an  assignor  made  prior  to  the  assignment 
are  admisaible  againei  the  assignee;  citing  McCurdtf  v. 
Rogers,  21  Wis.  199,  and  Snyder  v.  Jerminge,  15  Keb.  372, 
19  N.  W.  501.  But  the  rule  has  no  application  here.  The 
plaintiff  is  not  claiming  as  assignee  of  Weeksi.  Its  catue  of 
action  ia  based  upon  breach  of  warranty  bj  defendant.  An 
oxamination  of  the  authorities  cited  by  respondent  will  show 
that  the;  do  not  support  his  contention.'  Snyder  v.  Jennings, 
supra^  is  to  XhA  point  that  where  a  gri^itee  of  land,  without 
the  knowledge  at  consent  of  his  grantor,  surrenders  posseesion 
to  an  adverse  claimant,  he  cannot  thereafter  maintain  an 
action  upon  the  cov^iant  of  warranty  without  alleging  and 
proving  that  the  title  which  he  surrenders  is  paramount  to  the 
title  received  from  his  grantor.  McCurdy  v.  Rogers,  supra, 
inr<dvee  the  queatim  of  personal  liability  of  an  agent,  and 
the  plaintiff  sued  as  aseignee  of  one  Lent,  and  it  was  held 
that  the  admissions  of  Lent  made  before  t^e  assignment  of 
his  claim  were  admissible.  This  is  the  general  doctrine. 
1  Greenl.  Ev.  (IStlied.)  §  190 ;  Hay  ward  R.  Co.  v.  Duncklee. 

30  Vt  29;  Roebke  v.  Andrews,  26  Wis.  311;  Kreckeberg  v. 
Leslie,  111  Wis.  462,  87  N.  W.  450;  Vagts  v.  Vlman,  125 
Wis.  265,  104  N.  W.  88;  Lanwreux  v.  Ihmlley,  68  Wis.  24, 

31  N.  W.  331 ;  Griswoldv.  Nichols,  126  Wis.  401, 105  N.  W. 
815. 

Counsel  loe  respondent  frankly  admits  that  the  books  were 
not  qiialitied  under  the  statute  so  as  to  be  admissible  in  evi- 
dence, but  he  says  they  were  admissible  as  admissions  of 
Weeks  made  by  his  agent,  Gertrude  Weeks.  Tlie  admissions 
of  Weeks  and  Gertrude  were  the  admissions  of  tbe  agents  of 
defendant,  as  we  have  seen ;  therefore  were  not  admissible  in 
favor  of  the  principal.  It  is  also  insisted  liat  tliere  was  fraud 
and  collusitHi  between  plaintiff  and  Weeks  established ;  there- 
f<He  declarations  of  Weeks  were  admissible  in  favor  of  de- 
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fendant.  The  court  below  made  no  findings  upon  this  ques- 
tion, and  we  are  not  able  to  s&j  upon  the  evidence  that  fraud 
was  established. 

Counsel  for  respond^it  further  insists  that  there  are  no 
sufBcient  exceptions  to  the  ninth  finding,  to  the  effect  that  de- 
fendant kept  a  hank  account  at  Antigo  and  that  Wc^  drew 
cliecks  against  it  and  made  drafts,  on  the  ground  that  at  least 
three  distinct  propoaitions  are  embraced  in  this  finding  and 
that  the  exception  to  it  is  too  general  It  is  at  least  very 
doubtful  whether  this  objection  may  not  be  good  aa  to  tiiis 
finding  under  the  doctrine  laid  down  in  Ingersoll  v.  Seaioft, 
111  Wis.  461,  87  N.  W.  460,  and  other  cases  in  this  court. 
But  even  if  this  be  so,  it  does  not  help  the  respondent  out  of 
ihe  difficulty,  because  other  findings  necessary  to  make  the  de- 
fendant's case  are  sufBcicutl;  excepted  to  and  are  unsupported 
by  competent  evidence. 

Nor  do  we  think  the  proposition  of  respondent's  oonnsel 
that  Weeks  could  not,  because  of  hia  poeition  with  the  de- 
fendant, take  the  tax  certificate  in  his  own  name  is  supported 
by  the  evidence.  It  is  true,  if  Weeks  were  charged  with  the 
duty  of  paying  the  taxes  and  was  furnished  with  money  by 
defendant  for  that  purpose  he  could  not  acquire  a  valid  tax 
certificate  as  against  defendant.  McMahon  v.  McGraw,  26 
Wis.  614 ;  Fox  v.  Zimmermarai,  77  Wis.  414,  46  N.  W.  533 ; 
Geisinger  v.  Beyl,  80  Wis.  443,  50  N.  W.  501.  But  in  tlie 
instant  case  Weeks  was  not  diarged  with  the  duty  of  payment 
of  taxes.  From  the  evidence  this  duty  appears  to  have  rested 
with  A.  J.  Webster,  president  of  the  defendant,  and  the 
bookkeeper. 

Some  other  grounds  in  addition  to  those  considered  are  ar- 
gued by  counsel  for  appellant,  upon  which  it  is  insisted  that 
plaintiff  was  entitled  to  recover;  but,  since  we  have  coacluded 
to  reverse  the  judgment  upon  other  grounds,  we  shall  not  treat 
them  in  this  opinion. 

Without  tJie  incompetent  evidence  erroneously  admitted 
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there  is  practicallj  no  evidenoe  to  support  tii©  findings  apon 
whicli  tiie  judgment  rests.  It  follows,  tiierefore,  that  th© 
judgment  must  be  revereed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  is  reversed,  and  the  cause 
remanded  with  instructions  to  the  court  below  to  enter  judg- 
ment for  plaintiff,  unless  the  court  below  shall  in  its  discre- 
tion,  upon  proper  showing,  order  a  new  triaL 
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SvbicrlptUmt:  Cotulitions:  Acceptance:  WUMrawdl:  Jteltgioiu  locie- 
UeM:  Corporationi  d«  facto. 

1.  A  ■nbecrlptlon  for  tte  building  of  a  chnrcb,  made  npeo  condition 

tliat  tbe  subscriber  should  not  b«  called  upon  for  certain  work 
and  that  the  church  corporation  should  accept  It  as  being  In 
full  of  his  share  of  the  eipense  of  building,  vaa  a  mere  otter 
until  accepted  as  stipulated. 

2.  Where  no  other  kind  of  acceptance  is  stipulated  for,  a  aubscrlp- 

tlon  mar  be  accepted  by  eipendlsE  nioney  and  erecting  a  bnlld- 
Ing  In  accordance  with  tbe  oQer. 

S.  The  evidence  in  this  case  U  Held  not  to  show,  as  natter  of  law, 
acceptance  ol  a  aubscrlptlon  upon  tbe  condition  stipulated,  be- 
fore a  withdrawal  thereof. 

4.  Notwithstanding  Informalltlee  la  Its  articles  of  Incorporation,  a 
rellgiouB  society  which  has  accepted  from  a  member  thereof  a 
subscription  to  a  building  fund  Is,  as  to  tbe  subscriber,  a  corpo- 
ration de  facto. 

Appeai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Shawano 
ceunty:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  WaUnch,  DUlett  <6 
Larson,  and  oral  argument  by  A.  S.  Larson.     They  cited. 
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among  other  casea,  First  M.  E.  Church  v.  Stveny,  85  Iowa 
627,  52  N.  W.  546 ;  Oclden  v.  Meier.  129  Wis.  14, 107  N.  W 
27 ;  27  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  285 ;  U.  S.  Gran 
University  v.  Bentley,  117  Wis.  260,  94  N.  W.  42;  Lehm 
Norwegian  L.  Cong.  v.  Larson,  121  Iowa,  151,  96  N.  W 
706 ;  Wisii'ell  v.  Bresnahan,  84  Me.  397,  24  Atl.  885 ;  M.  E 
Church  V.  Sherman,  36  Wis.  404;  La  Fayette  Co.  M.  Corp.  z 
Magoon,  73  Wis.  627,  24  N.  W.  17 ;  Powers  v.  Rude,  14  Okl 
381,  79  Tac.  89. 

P.  J.  Winter,  for  the  respondent,  cited,  besides  other  au 
thcrities,  Vogt  v.  Schienebeck,  122  Wis.  491, 100  N.  W.  820 
Milivaukee  C.  Asso.  v.  King,  F.  ^  M.  Co.  112  Wia.  647,  8! 
N.  W.  598 ;  Coman  v.  WunderXicK,  122  Wia.  138,  99  N.  W 
612 ;  Superior  C.  L.  Co.  v.  Bickford,  93  Wis.  220,  67  N.  W 
45 ;  Gibbons  v.  Orinsel,  79  Wis.  365,  371,  48  N.  W.  255 
Hodges  v.  Nalty,  104  Wis.  464,  80  N.  W.  726;  8.  C.  IV, 
Wis.  567,  89  N.  W.  535 ;  Laihrop  v.  Knapp,  37  Wis.  307. 

Timlin,  J.  This  action  was  btongbt  upon  a  aubscriptioi 
agreement  signed  by  the  appellant  and  others  undonvritin; 
the  following: 

"We,  the  undersigned  members  of  the  Evangelic  La 
iherish  St.  Martins  Gemeinde  in  the  town  of  Belle  Plaine 
Shawano  county,  Wisconsin,  pledge  ourselvefl  to  p4y  tbf 
amount  subscribed  back  of  our  names  in  sucli  rates  as  an 
stated  in  this  list  for  the  building  of  the  new  diurch  in  tfi» 
year  1907." 

The  appellant  subscribed  $200,  $100  thereof  payable  ii 
January,  1907.  At  the  close  of  the  testimony  the  court  di 
reeled  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  respondent  and  against  thf 
appellant  for  $200  with  interest.  This  subscripticoi  was  madi 
in  November  or  December,  1906.  The  building  of  the  diurcl 
commenced  in  June,  1907.  Prior  to  that  time>  and  soon  afte: 
the  aubscriptioB  was  madc^  building  material  waa  purchased 
by  the  respondeat 
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It  is  shown  by  the  evidence  of  both  respondent  and  appel- 
lant that  appellant  signed  this  subscription  list  at  the  instance 
of  the  Reverend  Karpinski,  the  pastor  of  the  chureh,  and  one 
Sfeisner,  and  that  there  was  a.  conversation  immediately  pre- 
ceding appellant's  sigoing,  substantially  to  the  effect  that  ap- 
pellant would  sign  and  make  his  subscription  $200,  provided 
he  should  not  be  called  upon  for  team  work  and  upon  oondi* 
tion  that  the  corporation  should  accept  this  subscription  ia 
full  of  his  share  of  the  exjwnae  of  building  the  church.  The 
two  persons  soliciting  the  subscription  agreed  that  the  sub-  I 
scription  with  this  condition  attached  should  be  breuglit  be-  I 
fore  the  congregation  for  acceptance.  Tliere  is  conaiderable 
^s>nfuBion  in  the  testimony.  The  record  of  the  meeting  ef  the 
respondent  corporation  contained  the  following: 

"Meeting  of  the  congregation  on  May  5,  1907,  August 
Prv£8$  declared  that  he  would  be  a  member  of  this  congrega- 
tion no  longer.  It  was  decided  upon  that  the  pastor  and  two 
deacons  should  go  to  August  Pruess  and  talk  over  this  declar 
ration  or  this  matter  with  him." 

Meisner  at  a  meeting  of  the  congregation,  the  date  o£  which 
is  not  given,  informed  the  congregation  of  the  condition  upon 
which  this  subscription  was  obtained  and  the  necessity  for 
accepting  the  subscription.  The  record  of  a  meeting  of  the 
^»ngregation  on  May  19,  1907,  contained  the  following: 

"Resolved  tiiat  Augud  Pruess  cannot  be  released  from  the 
membership  of  the  congregation  before  be  pays  his  debts 
whi(^  he  has  with  the  congregation." 

A  witness  on  the  part  of  the  respondent  testified  that  the 
subscription  of  Pruess  was  accepted  by  the  oongr^ation,  but 
he  did  not  know  when  this  meeting  was  held,  but  it  must  have 
been  in  May,  1907.  The  pastor  testified  that  the  subscription 
waa  accepted  by  the  congregation  in  the  fore  part  of  the 
sunmier  of  1907. 

The  appellant  testified  in  his  own  behalf,  not  very  clearly, 
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building  in  accordance  with  the  offer,  Superior  C.  L.  Co.  v. 
BicTcford,  93  Wis.  220,  67  N.  W.  45;  Eycleshimer  v.  Van 
Antwerp,  13  Wis,  546,  But  in  the  instant  case  anotier  kind 
of  acceptance  was  expresslj  stipulated  for,  and,  besides,  there 
is  no  proof  that  the  congregation  accepted  this  prior  t»  ito  at- 
tempted withdrawal  b;  erecting  a  building  or  disbursing 
mone^  relying  toi  such  subecription. 

We  forbear  to  comment  further  on  the  evidence.  Another 
trial  may  disclose  a  different  state  of  facts  or  result  in  clearer 
and  mote  definite  statements  from  tJie  same  witnesses,  or 
show  that  the  attempted  revocation  by  the  appellant  was  after 
the  subscription  was  accepted  by  the  congregation  of  the  re- 
spondent, upon  the  conditions  stipulated.  We  regard  the 
complaint  as  sufficient,  but  are  constrained  to  reverse  the 
judgment  appeeled  from  because  the  court  beJow  erred  in 
directing  a  verdict  for  the  respondent  As  to  the  appellant 
so  contracting,  if  a  contract  was  really  closed,  notwith- 
standing infonnalities  in  the  articles  of  incorporation  the  re- 
spondent was  at  least  a  corporation  de  facto. 

By  ike  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  further  proceedings  ao- 
cording  to  law. 


Fehtok  and  otims.  Appellants,  VB.  Rtak  and  others,  Re- 
spondents. 

Septetnher  J8— October  S,  1909. 


1.  Tbe  tegtslature,  taBvlng  tlie  power  to  create  Tillages,  BeceBBarlljr 
has  a  large  discretion  In  the  matter  of  determlniiig  wfa&t  their 
bonndarles  sfaal]  be;  and  the  courts  will  interfere  with  leglsla- 
tlve  action  In  that  matter  only  when  the  discretion  haa  been 
abused  and  there  has  been  a  violation  ot  aec  3,  art.  XI,  Const. 
Vol.  140—23 
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For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
Albert  H.  Krugmeier. 

Babnes,  J.  The  court  found  liftt  of  the  576  acres  em- 
braced within  the  boundaries  of  the  proposed  village  about 
465  acres  were  rural  or  agricultural  lands  sparsely  settled, 
not  having  the  distinctive  characteristics  of  a  village,  and  not 
reasonably  appurtenant  to  the  remaining  territory,  and  not 
necessary  to  be  included  within  the  limits  of  the  proposed 
village  for  any  legitimate  purpose.  Of  the  remaining  113 
acres  the  court  found  that  seventy-five  acres  were  covered  with 
water,  and  that  the  settled  portion  of  the  proposed  village 
contained  but  thirty-eight  and  one-half  acres,  and  that  one 
half  a  section  of  land,  including  the  submerged  acreage,  was 
ample  territory  for  the  proposed  village,  in  view  of  its  loca- 
tion, surroundings,  and  prospect  of  future  growth.  Upon  the 
findings  so  made  tlie  court  denied  the  application  of  Uie  peti- 
tioners. 

But  one  substantial  objection  is  uiged  in  support  of  the 
claim  that  the  order  appealed  from  is  erroneous.  It  is  argued 
that  it  is  no  proper  function  of  a  court  to  decide  whether  the 
proposed  boundaries  include  an  excessive  amount  of  land,  so 
long  as  the  proposed  area  does  not  confiict  with  any  statutory 
requirement  It  is  urged  that  the  matter  of  fixing  the  limits 
of  the  village  is  a  legislative  or  political  question  and  not  a 
judicial  one,  so  long  as  such  limits  include  one  half  a  square 
mile  in  area  and  do  not  include  the  entire  town.  The  ca.'^cs 
of  In  re  North  Milwaukee.  93  Wis.  616,  67  N.  W.  1033,  and 
Nash  V.  Fries.  129  Wis.  120,  108  N".  W.  210,  are  cited  as  sus- 
taining tie  contention  so  made.  It  is  held  in  the  North  Mil- 
waukee Case  that  courts  cannot  decide  questions  of  legislative 
policy  by  determining  whether  or  not  a  village  should  be  in- 
corporated; that  the  legislature  may  say  what  prerequisites 
must  exist  and  what  steps  must  be  taken  before  incorporati'>n 
can  be  effected,  and  may  authorize  the  courts  to  determine 
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whedier  audi  facta  exist,  but  tiat  no  diBcretion  can  be  vested 
in  t^e  courtB  to  grant  or  refuse  a  certi&cate  of  incorporation. 
It  was  said  by  way  of  illustration  that  a  court  might  deter- 
mine Buch  questions  as  whetlier  the  survey  was  correct 
whether  the  population  was  as  large  as  the  statute  requireij 
in  proportion  to  the  area,  and  whether  the  statutory  require 
mente  have  been  complied  with  on  all  queelions  of  fact  whicli 
the  court  may  determine,  but  that  tl.e  court  might  not  deter 
mine  whether  the  lands  embraced  in  the  petiticm  ehoulc 
justly  be  included  in  the  village,  or  whether  the  interests  oJ 
the  inhabitants  would  be  promoted  by  the  incorporation,  oi 
whether  the  boundaries  of  the  village  could  be  enlai^ed  oi 
diminished  as  justice  might  seem  to  require;  such  question! 
being  le^slative  or  political  and  not  judicial.  In  Na^  v 
Fries,  gupra,  it  was  held  that  if  cb.  21,  Laws  of  1905,  shoulc 
be  construed  as  vesting  any  discretion  in  the  court  to  saj 
whether  a  new  town  should  be  oi^anized  or  not,  the  law  conic 
not  be  upheld  under  the  rule  of  the  Norlh  Milwaukee  Case. 

If,  as  contended  by  counsel  for  appellant,  the  court,  in  de 
oiding  that  the  boundaries  of  the  proposed  village  includec 
territory  which  should  have  been  excluded,  was  passing  upoi 
a  question  that  was  legislative  and  not  judicial,  it  follows  m 
a  matter  of  course  that  the  order  appealed  from  is  erroneooi 
under  the  decisions  ref^red  to.  That  the  question  is  on< 
for  judicial  determination  is  decided  in  State  ex  rel.  HoUani 
V.  Lammen,  113  Wis.  398,  86  N.  W.  677,  89  N.  W.  501 
In  deciding  that  case  the  court  oonstroed  the  law  providinf 
for  the  incorporation  of  villages  in  ocoinection  with  sec.  3 
art  XI,  of  our  oonstituti<Hi,  which  declares  that  "It  shall  b< 
the  duty  of  the  legislature,  and  they  are  hereby  empowered 
to  provide  for  the  oif;anization  of  cities  and  incorporated  vil 
lages,"  and  also  in  connection  with  sec  23,  art.  IV,  of  thi 
constitution,  which  provides  that  "The  Ic^slature  shall  ea 
tablish  but  one  system  of  town  and  county  government,  whici 
shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable."     The  oourt  then 
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defined  what  a  village  was  understood  to  mean  at  the  time  of 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  and  held:  (1)  That  if  the 
law  authorizing  the  incorporation  of  villages,  as  properly  con- 
strued, permits  rural  territory  possessing  none  of  the  at- 
tributes of  villages  to  change  from  town  to  village  government 
at  will,  it  cannot  be  sustained.  (2)  That  the^aw  providing 
for  the  incorporation  of  villages  Qxea  no  limitation  as  to  the 
maximum  size  of  the  territory  that  may  be  incorporated,  ex- 
cept that  it  must  be  part  of  a  town  or  towns,  and  prescribes  no  ' 
restriction  as  to  density  of  population,  except  that  it  shall  con- 
tain a  resident  population  of  not  less  than  a  stated  number. 
(3)  That  a  village  means  an  assembly  of  houses  less  tJian  a 
city,  but  nevertheless  urban  or  semi-urban  in  its  character, 
and  having  a  density  of  population  greater  than  can  usually 
be  found  in  rural  districts,  and  that  this  was  the  understood 
meaning  of  what  constituted  a  village  at  the  time  the  constitu- 
tion was  adopted.  (4)  That  if  the  law  providing  for  (he  in- 
oorporation  of  villages  contains  no  restriction  upoa  the  size 
or  density  of  population  of  the  territory  sought  to  be  incor- 
porated, a  restriction  must  be  implied  from  the  name  of 
the  corporation  and  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  incorporated. 

(5)  That  only  territory  urban  in  character,  with  such  adja- 
cent lands  as  are  naturally  connected  with  and  are  reasonably 
appurtenant  and  necessary  for  future  growth  in  view  of  the 
surroundings  and  circumstances  of  the  location  and  pros- 
pects of  future  prosperity,  may  be  incorporated  in  the  village. 

(6)  That  the  territory  seeking  admission  as  a  village  must  be 
harmonious  with  the  idea  of  what  a  village  actually  is.  It 
may  not  include  large  areas  of  rural  or  agricultural  landa 
spajsely  settled  or  widely  distributed.  It  may  only  include 
lands  having  the  distinct  characteristics  of  a  village,  and  such 
additions  as  have  a  natural  connection  with  and  seem  rea- 
sonably  appurtenant  to  and  necessary  for  future  growth. 

(7)  That  it  is  a  question  of  fact,  to  be  determined  in  each  case 
as  the  question  arises,  whether  the  provisions  of  the  oonstita- 
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tion  referred  to  may  be  violated  by  including  territory  within 
the  limits  of  the  village  which  should  not  be  included  therein. 
Such  inquiry  is  judicial,  not  legislative,  at  least  in  the  absence 
of  any  legislative  declaration  on  the  subject  (8)  That  the 
right  to  incorporate  a  village  under  sec  854  is  limited  to 
such  territory  lis  possesses  the  characteristics  mentioned.  It 
must  be  a  village  in  fact,  with  a  reasonably  compact  center 
or  nucleus  of  population,  and  not  a  mere  agricultural  com- 
munity. If  territory  beyond  the  thickly  settled  limits  is 
included,  such  territory  ought  reasonably  to  possess  some 
natural  connection  with  and  adaptability  to  village  pur- 
poses and  seem  reasonably  to  be  necessary  for  future  growth 
and  development.  (9)  That  in  the  absence  of  some  specific 
legislation  the  courts  must  meet  and  determine  in  each  given 
case  the  fact  as  to  whether  these  restrictions  have  been  over- 
stepped. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  only  declaration  the  legislature 
has  made  which  affects  the  case  before  us  for  consideration  is 
that  any  part  of  any  town  or  towns  not  less  than  one  half  a 
square  mile  in  area  and  not  included  in  any  village  and  all 
lying  in  the  same  county,  which  shall  contain  a  resident  popu- 
lation of  300  persons  therein,  may  become  incorporated  as  a 
village  by  taking  certain  steps  enumerated  in  the  statute. 
The  legislature,  having  the  power  to  create  villages,  neces- 
sarily has  a  large  discretion  in  the  matter  of  determining 
what  the  boundaries  of  such  villages  shall  be;  It  is  only  when 
the  discretion  has  been  abused  and  the  provisions  of  the  con- 
stitution referred  to  have  been  violated  that  the  courts  may 
interfere  with  legislative  action.  The  legislature  has  acted  to 
the  extent  of  saying  that  the  area  of  the  village  which  it  is 
proposed  to  create  shall  not  be  less  than  one  half  a  square 
mile.  Beyond  this  the  l^slature  has  not  gone.  It  may  well 
be  tliat  it  is  entirely  competent  for  the  legislature  to  say  that 
territory  to  the  extent  named  is  reasonably  necessary  to  carry 
out  tlie  objects  and  purposes  for  which  village  are  incor- 
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porated.  When  we  get  beyond  the  legislative  declaration, 
however,  it  would  aeem  to  be  dearly  a  question  of  fact  for  the 
court  to  determine  in  each  instance,  under  the  law  aa  it 
stands,  whether  the  territory  in  excess  of  one  half  a  square 
mile  whidi  it  is  propoeed  to  include  possesses  the  attributes 
^lich  should  naturally  belong  to  territory  included  within 
the  confines  of  an  incorporated  villaga  If  it  is  proposed  to 
include  rural  or  agricultural  lands  that  are  sparsely  settled, 
and  that  have  not  the  distinctive  characteristics  of  a  village, 
and  have  no  natural  connection  therewith,  and  which  do  not 
seem  to  be  reasonably  appurtenant  and  necessary  for  the 
future  growth  of  the  village,  then  the  uniformity  of  town  and 
county  government  guaranteed  by  the  constitution  is  invaded 
under  the  decision  of  this  court  in  State  ex  reU  Holland  v. 
Lammers,  113  Wis.  398,  86  N.  W.  677,  89  N.  W.  501. 
There  cannot  be  any  doubt  that  such  a  question  is  judicial  in 
its  character.  The  courts  are  the  ultimate  tribunals  to  deter^ 
mine  whether  or  not  the  constitution  has  been  violated  in  a 
given  case.  It  is  not  seriously  contended  in  this  case  that  the 
facts  as  found  by  the  court  are  not  supported  by  the  testi- 
mony. This  being  true,  we  see  no  escape  from  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  constitu- 
tion referred  to,  to  incorporate  this  village  and  include  within 
its  boundaries  the  amount  of  territory  described  in  ihe  peti- 
tion for  incorporation.  TTie  statement  in  the  North  Mil- 
waukee Case  that  a  conrt  could  not  determine  whether  lands 
embraced  in  a  petition  for  incorporation  should  justly  be  in- 
cluded in  (he  proposed  village  was  made  in  reference  to  a 
subject  not  directly  before  the  court  for  determination  and 
can  hardly  be  considered  a  part  of  the  decision  of  the  court. 
Besides,  the  constitutional  question  raised  and  decided  in 
State  ex  reL  Holland  v.  Lammers  was  not  raised,  passed  upon, 
or  considered  in  the  North  MUwavkee  Case. 

It  is  argued  that  the  court  was  in  error  in  holding  that  die 
water  area  embraced  within  the  boundaries  of  Uie  propoeed 
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village  should  be  included  as  part  of  the  one-half  square  mile 
provided  for  by  sec.  854,  Stats.  (1898),  and  that  such  a 
ruling  was  tantamount  to  holding  that  no  village  could  be  in- 
corporated which  bordered  on  a  large  body  of  water.  We  do 
not  think  the  position  is  tenable.  The  incorporators  of  the 
proposed  village  were  not  obliged  to  include  water  areas 
within  the  village  limits  if  they  did  not  desire  to  do  so. 
Furthermore,  there  is  no  limitation  placed  upon  the  area  of  a 
village  by  statute  further  than  to  prevent  the  entire  town  or 
towns  out  of  whidi  the  village  is  carved  from  being  included 
within  its  boundaries. 

We  think  the  objectors  had  a  sufficient  interest  in  the  pro- 
ceeding tx>  entitle  them  to  appear  therein  and  resist  the  grant- 
ing of  the  petition,  and  that  the  court  was  authorized  by 
sea  860  to  refer  the  questions  in  issue  to  a  referee  for  exam- 
ination and  a  report  thereon,  and  that  the  order  of  the  circuit 
court  should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — Order  affirmed. 


State  kx  bbi..  Daveeit,  Respondent,  vs.  Rose,  Mayor,  etc., 

Appellant. 

Beptemher  SO — Octof>er  5,  1909. 

ConstitutioiKil  law:  Executive  oUiceT$:  Discretion:  Interference  hy 
courts:  Municipal  corporations:  Powers  of  mayor:  Suspension 
of  officers:  Presumption  of  good  faith:  Mandamus. 

1.  Courts  have  no  right  to  Interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 

tion vested  in  executive  officers,  state  or  munldpaL 

2.  No  wrong,  In  the  legal  sense,  results  when  one  receives  all  that 

the  law  accords  hUn;  and  when  the  only  right  of  an  individual 
or  of  the  public  which  the  law  gives  la  that  which  a  designated 
officer  deems  best,  the  honest  decision  of  that  officer  is  the 
measure  of  the  right. 
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3.  Wbere  an  absolute  duty,  InvolTfns  nothing  ol  ]udK™e»t  or  dts- 

cretlon,  bas  been  Imposed  upon  an  administrative  or  executive 
olBcer,  per(ormaiic«  tbereol  may  be  enforced  in  a  proper  case 
by  tb»  conrta,  if  no  otber  adequate  method  !■  provided. 

4.  A  city  charter  declaring  that  the  mayor  shall  be  'the  chief  execu- 

tive officer  and  the  head  ot  the  fire  department  and  of  the  police 
In  said  city"  and  that  be  shall  "take  care  that  the  laws  of  the 
state  and  the  ordinances  ot  the  city  are  duly  observed  and  en. 
forced."  confers  upon  the  mayor  all  of  the  power  ol  a  chief 
executive,  except  as  elsewhere  limited,  with  the  necessary  rl^bt 
of  discretion  and  Judgment,  and  does  not  make  him  a  mere  ad- 
ministrative officer. 
fi.  The  executive  power  conferred  upon  the  mayor  by  such  a  charter 
Includes  the  power  to  appoint  and  remove  subordinate  executive 
officers  at  discretion,  except  as  qualified  by  other  charter  pro- 

TlsiODS. 

4.  Where  a  statute  (ch.  3TS,  Laws  of  1885)  amending  &  city  charter 
Tested  the  power  of  appointment  and  removal  of  the  chiefs  o( 
the  Are  and  police  departments  In  a  board  of  commissioners, 
but  provided  that  either  of  said  officers  should  be  subject  to  sus- 
pension from  office  for  cause  by  the  mayor  at  any  time,  and 
that  the  mayor  should  at  once  communicate  to  said  board  the 
charge  or  charges  against  an  ofllcer  so  suspended,  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  board  thereon,  the  suspension  might  be  made  for 
any  cause  which,  in  the  honest  Judgment  of  the  mayor,  might 
reasonably  render  it  advisable  tor  the  public  good. 

7.  The  iKiwer  and  the  duty  ot  the  mayor  aa  to  suspension  of  officers 

under  such  a  statute  is  discretionary  In  a  very  high  degree.  He 
may  weigh  all  considerations  In  determining  whether  he  should 
exercise  the  power;  and  his  decision  not  to  exercise  It,  even 
where  there  has  been  gross  dereliction  on  the  part  ot  the  sub- 
ordinate officer,  is  not  subject  to  review  or  direction  by  the 
courts,  unless  there  has  been  an  entire  refusal  to  consider  and 
exercise  discretion. 

8.  The  mayor  In  such  a  case  need  not  declare  the  reasons  tor  hla 

decision  or  his  action  In  deciding  against  suspension.  It  being 
enough  tor  him  to  declare  that  he  deems  the  public  welfare  pro- 
moted by  action  or  Inaction,  and  even  that  declaration  need 
only  be  by  the  act. 

9.  The  courts  in  such  a  case  must  indulge  tn  every  prima  facit  pre- 

sumption in  favor  of  the  good  talth  of  the  executive  officer  In 
his  discharge  of  hla  duties,  and  only  when  it  la  established  by 
the  clearest  possible  evidence  that  he  has  wholly  refused  to 
exert  his  Jurisdiction  or  to  exercise  any  discretion  whatever 
can  the  courts  properly  Interfere  by  mandamu$. 
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10.  Where,  upon  charges  being  filed  against  a  subordinate  officer, 
the  mayor  entered  into  an  investigation,  taking  various  means 
to  inform  himself  of  the  facts  and  of  the  situation,  and  de> 
dared  his  conclusion  that  the  charges  did  not  warrant  sus- 
pension, there  was  an  exercise  of  the  discretion  vested  in  him, 
and  mandamus  will  not  lie. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  W.  J.  Tqknee,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

Mandamus.  Relator  asserts  himself  to  be  a  citizen  and 
taxpayer  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  and  that  he  petitions  on 
behalf  of  himself  and  all  others  similarly  situated;  asserts^ 
various  acts  of  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  chief  engineer 
of  the  fire  department  of  said  city,  and  that  in  September, 
1908,  he  filed  with  the  respondent^  then  and  now  mayor  of 
the  city  of  Milwaukee,  certain  charges  of  such  misconduct; 
that  thereupon  said  respondent  called  to  his  office  a  large 
number  of  the  members  of  the  fire  department  and  took  their 
ex  parte  oral  statements,  and  thereupon  refused  to  suspend 
said  chief  or  to  send  such  charges  to  the  board  of  fire  and  po- 
lice commissioners  for  investigation,  on  the  ground,  as  stated 
by  respondent,  that  said  charges  were  too  flimsy  to  receive^ 
serious  consideration.  The  charges  consist  principally  in  that 
some  two  or  three  years  before  said  chief  temporarily  mis- 
Appropriated  certain  funds  under  his  official  control;  that 
he  committed  perjury,  for  which  he  was  indicted,  tried,, 
and  acquitted  in  1907 ;  that  at  that  time  he  was  also  guilty 
of  subornation  of  perjury;  that  at  some  times,  not  named, 
the  labor  of  certain  city  employees,  and  also  certain  city 
property,  was  under  said  chiefs  command  expended  for  his 
private  benefit ;  that  he  appointed  a  man  upon  the  fire  force 
because  of  personal  pecuniary  obligation  to  him  instead  of 
fitness;  that  immediately  after  filing  such  charges  against 
him  he  discharged  several  of  the  members  of  the  fire  depart- 
ment ;  and  other  things  not  deemed  material  for  statement 

The  respondent  moved  to  quash  the  alternative  writ  issued 
upon  said  petition  (1)  for  insufficiency  of  the  matter  therein. 
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Stated  to  warrant  a  wn  t  of  mandamus;  and  ( 2 )  for  defect  of 
parties  respondent  by  reason  of  the  nonjoinder  of  the  chief. 
The  motion  to  quash  was  denied,  from  which  action  this  ap- 
peal is  brought  by  respondenti 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  John  T.  KeUy,  caty 
attorney,  and  Walter  H.  Bender,  assistant  city  attorney,  of 
counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Bender. 

For  the  r^pondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan,  Ogden  <& 
Bottum,  attorneys,  and  Hvgh  Byan,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
aigument  by  Mr.  Ryan.  They  contended,  inter  alia,  that 
mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  the  mayor  to  suspend  the  diief 
of  the  fire  department  and  send  the  cha^;es  against  him  to  the 
board  of  police  and  fire  commissioners  for  inveetigation. 
State  ex  rel.  Buchatum  v.  Kellogg,  95  Wis.  672 ;  State  ex  rel. 
Starkweather  v.  Superior,  90  Wis.  612 ;  Staie  ex  rel.  Coffey 
V.  Chittenden,  112  Wis.  569,  574;  State  ex  rel.  McOovem  v. 
Williams,  136  Wis.  1;  People  ex  rel.  Empire  City  T.  Clvh 
V.  State  Racing  Comm'n,  190  N.  T.  31,  82  N.  E.  723;  Mer- 
rill, Mandamus,  §§  37-41 ;  State  ex  rel.  Castor  v.  Saline  Co. 
18  Neb.  422,  25  N.  W.  587 ;  Stockton  &  7.  R.  Co.  v.  Stock- 
ton, 51  Cal.  328,  338;  Baisch  v.  Board  of  Ed.  81  Cal.  542, 
546;  Wood  v.  Strother,  76  Cal.  545,  646,  548;  Brokaw  v. 
Comm'rs,  130  IIL  482,  490,  22  N".  E.  596;  Glencoe  v.  People 
ex  rel.  Owen,  78  111.  382,  388,  390;  State  ex  rel.  BHckman  v. 
Wilson,  123  Ala.  259,  46  L.  E.  A.  772;  State  ex  rel.  Adam^ 
son  V.  Lafayette  County  Court,  41  Mo.  221,  226 ;  Detroit  v. 
Hosmer,  79  Mich.  384,  386,  44  N.  W.  622 ;  Ex  parie  Brad- 
ley, 7  Wall.  304,  377 ;  Virginia  v.  Rives,  100  U.  S.  313,  323. 

DoDOE,  J.  With  a  debated  question  of  defect  of  parties 
we  shall  not  concern  ourselves,  since  the  view  we  have  taken 
upon  the  general  uieritB  of  this  case  renders  it  immaterial  to 
the  result 

The  general  plan  of  the  government  of  the  state,  either 
generally  or  in  such  sections  as  its  municipal  corporations,  is 
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framed  upon  the  theory  of  intrusting  to  the  legislative  and 
executive  branches,  and  administrative  officers  appointed 
within  them,  the  formulation  of  policy  and  the  execution 
thereof  by  officials,  constitutional  or  legislative,  in  whom  is 
vested  the  discretion  as  to  what  will  be  most  promotive  of  the 
welfare  of  the  community.  In  general  that  policy  is  decided 
by  the  legislature,  in  detail  it  must  in  many  respects  be  left 
to  the  individual  officials  acting  upon  their  knowledge  of 

a 

specific  situations  and  their  judgment  as  to  what  the  public 
good  requires  in  those  specific  instances.  Those  officers  are 
selected  either  by  the  people  directly,  or  by  some  other 
method  considered  likely  to  procure  the  persons  best  qualified 
in  judgment,  character,  and  ability  to  perform  their  re- 
spective duties.  They  take  their  places  as  public  officers  un- 
der the  sanction  of  an  oath  of  office  and  under  the  burden  of 
a  trust  as  binding  and  transcendent  as  do  the  judges  of  tfaa 
courts.  Their  selection  either  by  the  people  themselves  di- 
rectly or  by  their  authorized  representatives  carries  with  it 
declaration  of  the  fitness  of  each  officer  for  his  plaoe^  conclu- 
sive until  the  appointing  authority  can  have  an  opportunity 
to  speak  again,  or  until  those  tribunals  vested  with  authority 
to  remove  are  invd^ed.  With  the  exercise  of  the  judgment 
and  discretion  committed  to  such  officials  the  courts  have  no 
right  to  interfere,  and  this  for  a  viery  good  reason.  The  oo- 
iiupants  of  judicial  places  are  not  selected  to  manage  the 
political  affairs  of  the  state.  The  qualifications  for  their 
places  are  vastly  different  and  not  such  as  to  imply  abilities 
to  that  end.  Again,  their  opportunities  for  acquainting 
themselves  with  the  needs  and  wishes  of  the  people  of  the 
state  or  any  locality,  with  all  the  complex  elements  involved 
in  a  given  exigency,  are  in  nowise  comparable  to  those  of  the 
legislative  or  administrative  officers.  So  that,  other  things 
being  equal,  the  probabilities  of  a  correct  estimate  of  the 
needs  of  the  public  are  far  less  in  case  of  the  judges  than 
they  are  in  case  of  the  holders  of  the  political  offices.     Of 
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course,  all  officials,  being  hiimaii,  are  liable  to  err,  and  the 
people  muBt  suffer  tbe  results  of  errors  of  judgment  into 
whicli  their  responsible  t^cials,  judicial  aa  well  as  others, 
may  fall;  but  at  least  the  theoty  of  our  government  is  that 
the  peril  of  error  of  judgment  or  intention  on  the  questions 
oommitted  to  them  is  lees  in  the  legislative  and  executJire  offi- 
cials, close  to  the  people  and  dose  to  the  facts  of  tbe  exi- 
gencies in  which  they  act,  than  it  would  be  at  the  hands  of 
the  judiciary,  selected  for  its  supposed  ability  to  apply  ab- 
stract rules  of  law  to  concrete  instances. 

Thns  mudi  has  been  said  because  of  a  growing  tendency, 
of  which  we  think  the  present  proceeding  is  illustrative,  to 
suppose  that  any  individual  who  differs  with  a  public  official 
as  to  the  policy  which  the  latter  should  pursue  may  demand 
that  the  judgment  of  aorae  court  as  to  his  conduct  shall  be 
substituted  for  his  own,  and  control  his  official  acts.  Nothing 
oould  be  further  from  the  theory  of  our  government  nor  less 
likely  to  be  promotive  of  public  welfare.  People  ex  Tel. 
Buikerland  v.  Ooverrwr,  29  Midi.  320.  Courts  sit  to  remedy 
wrongs,  and  it  is  often  urged  that  no  wrong  should  by  courts 
be  allowed  to  go  without  a  remedy ;  but  no  wrong  in  the  legal 
aeage  results  when  one  receives  all  that  the  law  accni-ds  him. 
So  when  the  only  ri^t  of  an  individual  or  the  public  which 
the  law  gives  is  that  which  a  designated  officer  deems  best, 
the  honest  decision  of  that  officer  is  the  mensure  of  tbe  ri^t, 
however  his  judgment  may  differ  from  that  of  others,  even 
of  the  courts.  Stale  ex  rel.  Cook  v.  Houaer,  122  Wis.  534, 
570,  100  N.  W.  964;  RoweU  v.  SmUh,  123  Wis.  510,  528, 
102  N.  W.  7. 

Of  course  it  is  true  that  the  legislature  may,  and  very 
frequently  does,  impose  upon  executive  and  administrative 
officers  absolute  duty  involving  nothing  of  judgment  or  dis- 
cretion except  such  as  is  first  exercised  by  the  legislature 
iteelf,  which  discretion,  being  there  exercised  and  pronounced 
in  the  law,  leaves  no  choice  to  the  official.     Such  ministerial 
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duty  may  be  enforced  in  a  proper  case  by  the  courta  if  there 
is  no  other  adequate  method  provided.  It  therefore  becomes 
essential  in  every  case  of  official  action  to  consider  whether 
the  legislature  has  so  passed  upon  aU  questions  of  policy  and 
discretion  and  imposed  by  law  a  mere  ministerial  duty  in 
obedience  to  their  decision,  or  has  reposed  in  the  administra- 
tive or  executive  <^cer  discretion  as  to  when  or  how  he  ought 
to  act 

In  organizing  the  government  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  the 
legislature  followed  the  general  lines  of  the  governments  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  several  states  in  creating  legis- 
lative and  executive  departments  and  officers,  mainly  inde- 
pendent of  each  other.  The  charter  provided  for  a  mayor 
having,  within  the  limited  territory,  the  substantial  charac- 
teristics of  a  chief  executive  in  anali^y  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  governors  of  the  several  states. 
The  charter  declared  that  the  mayor  should  be  "the  chief  ex- 
ecutive officer  and  the  head  of  the  fire  department  and  of 
police  in  said  city,"  and  that  he  should  "take  care  that  the 
laws  of  the  state  and  the  ordinances  of  the  city  are  duly  ob- 
served and  enforced,"  These  expressions  signify  the  conr 
ferring  of  aU  the  powers  of  a  chief  executive,  except  as  else- 
where limited,  with  the  necessary  right  of  discretion  and 
judgment.  They  also  evince  the  reliance  and  confidence  in 
the  motives  which  should  actuate  the  decisions  finally  arrived 
at  by  such  an  (^cer  which  accompany  the  delegation  of  broad 
discretion  and  responsibility  to  the  other  principal  officers  of 
government;  imposing  as  an  assurance  and  sanction  for  the 
faithful  performance  of  such  duties  the  same  official  oath  as 
in  the  case  of  a  governor  of  a  state  or  the  judges  of  the  high- 
est courts.  The  mayor,  therefore,  generally  speaking,  is  in 
no  sense  a  mere  ministerial  officer  to  perform  only  acts  as  to 
which  the  legislature  has  exercised  all  discretion  and  judg- 
ment and  made  him  a  mere  implement  of  expression.  While, 
as  already  said,  mere  ministerial  duties  may  incidentally  be 
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conferred  upon  him,  the  general  words  of  the  charter  go 
much  further.  They  indicate  reliance  in  bis  discretitxi 
ratiier  than  mere  ministerialism. 

From  early  times  the  grant  of  executive  power,  the  general 
power  to  execute  the  laws,  has  been  construed  as  broadly  ef- 
fective of  itself,  and  especially  so  ip,  the  matter  of  appoint- 
ment and  removal  of  subordinate  officers.  On  this  subject 
occurred  the  most  famous  historical  instance  of  constitutional 
construction  by  a  legislative  body.  In  the  first  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  upon  a  bill  to  create  the  Secretary  of 
Foreign  Affairs,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  with  the 
consent  and  approval  of  the  Senate  and  "to  be  removed 
from  c^ce  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,"  ensued 
in  the  Souse  of  Kepresentatiyes  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
debates  in  the  history  of  the  federal  government,  on  the 
question  whether  the  last-quoted  words  should  be  eliminated 
because  implying  assertion  of  power  in  the  Congress  to  grant 
or  withhold  the  right  of  removal ;  it  being  contended,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  the  power  under  the  constitution  might  rest  in 
any  of  several  places,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  under  the  lead- 
ership of  James  Madison,  that  the  "executive  power"  con- 
ferred by  the  constitution  on  the  President  had  already 
vested  in  him  the  power  of  removal  of  executive  officers, 
and  that  the  Congress  could  not  take  it  away  and  should  not 
appear  to  claim  such  right  Those  debates  are  contained 
in  1  Annala  of  Congress,  extending  from  page  455  to  page 
585,  and  resulted  in  the  overwhelming  adoption  of  Mr. 
Madison's  contention  against  the  proposition  that  the  power  of 
removal  inhered  in  or  resulted  from  the  power  of  appoint- 
ment or  rested  with  the  legislature  to  grant  or  witlihold, 
but  that  it  was  included  in  the  "executive  power,"  and 
hence  was  vested  in  the  President.  That  construction  of 
the  otmstitution  has  received  multitudinous  approval  since, 
and  been  realized  by  all  thoughtful  and  careful  writers, 
jurists,  and  attorneys-general  of  the  United  States  aa  settled. 
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2  Marshall,  Life  of  Washington,  162 ;  1  Kent,  Comm.  310 ; 
Bancroft,  History  of  the  Constitution;  Ex  parte  Hennen^ 
13  Pet  225;  4  Op.  Att'y  Gen.  (L^are)  1;  Id.  (ClifiFord) 
603,  609;  6  Op.  Att>  Gen.  (Crittenden)  288,  290.  This- 
subject  was  exhaustively  discussed  and  a  yery  ecHnplete  ooUeo* 
tion  of  the  expressions  of  leading  T^riters  thereon  embodied 
in  the  brief  for  the  government  in  Parsons  v.  U.  S.  167  U.  S. 
324,  17  Sup.  Ct  880.  Mr.  Madison's  views,  thus  adopted, 
are  expressed  more  particularly  on  pages  462,  463,  464,  and 
499  of  1  Annals  of  Congress.  Thus,  before  adoption  of  our 
constitution  and  before  the  draft  of  the  Milwaukee  charter,  it 
had  become  established  that  executive  power  as  conferred  by 
such  instruments  included  the  power  to  appoint  and  remove 
subordinate  executive  officers  at  discretion,  except  as  qual- 
ified by  other  expressions. 

Hence,  seemingly,  it  would  be  plain  that  in  the  absence  of 
any  otiier  charter  provisions  the  mayor,  merely  by  his  crea- 
tion as  the  chief  executive,  and  by  the  imposition  of  the  duty 
to  see  that  the  laws  and  ordinances  were  enforced,  would 
have  the  power  of  appointment  and  removal.  That  power, 
however,  was  qualified  in  some  degree  through  all  stages  of 
the  dbarter  of  Milwaukee  np  to  the  adoption  of  a  fire  and 
police  commission  by  ch.  378,  Laws  of  1885,  whereby  the  ap- 
p<Hntment  and  removal  of  the  chiefs  of  the  fire  and  police  de- 
partments was  vested  in  that  board  and  taken  away  from  the 
mayor.  Sec  6  of  that  act  provides  that  in  case  of  a  vacancy 
in  either  office  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said  board  to  appoint 
proper  persons  to  fill  such  offices  "during  good  behavior,  sub- 
ject to  suspension  and  removal  as  hereinafter  provided ;"  and 
sea  12  conferred  on  the  board  tlie  i)ower  to  remove  either 
such  officer  when  of  the  unanimous  opinion  that  the  good  of 
the  service  would  be  subserved  thereby.  These  provisions, 
emanating  from  the  legislature,  were  of  course  limitations 
upon  the  executive  power  of  the  mayor,  but  accompanying 
them  was  sec  11  of  the  same  act,  which  provided  that  the- 
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chief  of  police  and  the  chief  of  the  fire  department  and  other 
specified  officers  shall  he  subject  to  suspension  from  office  for 
cause  by  the  mayor  at  any  time.  Any  (^cer  so  suspended 
^all  thereupon  cease  to  exercise  the  functions  of  his  office 
until  he  shall  be  reinstated.  In  case  of  such  suspension  the 
mayor  shall  at  once  conununical«  to  said  board  the  charge  or 
chaises  against  tlie  <^cer  suspended,  and  the  board  shall  at 
once  consider  and  examine  the  same,  giving  the  suspended 
officer  opportunity  to  meet  the  charges  and  to  be  heard  in  his 
own  defense.  If  the  charges  are  not  sustained  by  the  board 
the  tASeer  shall  be  immediately  reinstated.  If  they  are  sus- 
tained the  board  shall  determine  whether  the  good  of  the 
service  requires  removal  irom  office  or  suspension,  and  their 
decision  shall  control  the  action  of  the  mayor. 

It  is  clear  that  thus  was  formulated  an  entirely  new 
scheme  or  plan  with  reference  to  certain  subordinate  execu- 
tive officers,  whereby  the  whole  subject  of  their  appointment 
and  removal  was  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  chief  execu- 
tive of  the  city  and  vested  in  a  board ;  but  it  is  equally  ap- 
parent that  the  l^slatnre,  appreciating  the  inherent  inca- 
pacity of  Budi  boards  for  prompt  and  effective  executive  ac- 
tion in  emergencies,  intended  to  preserve  in  the  mayor  the 
power  of  suspension  in  a  proper  case.  That  power  was  lodged 
in  the  mayor  as  essential  to  his  duty  to  guard  the  graieral 
welfare  and  to  see  that  the  laws  and  ordinances  should  be 
enforced.  The  cause  mentioned  in  sec  11  for  which  the  bub- 
pension  might  be  made,  of  course  means  any  cause  which  in 
the  honest  judgment  of  the  mayor  as  a  trusted  and  responsi- 
ble chief  executive  mig^t  reasonably  render  such  suspension 
advisable  for  the  public  good.  The  discretion  so  conferred 
empowered  him  to  weigh  all  considerations  in  deciding 
whether  sufficient  cause  existed  for  such  suspensitm.  Those 
causes  and  considerations  are  innumerable.  A  perfectly  good 
cause  for  removal  may  be  no  sufficient  cause  for  summary 
suspension,  and,  vu;e  versa,  a  good  cause  for  temporary  sus- 
VoL,  140—24 
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"pension  may  exist  which  does  not  warrant  complete  removal. 
In  the  case  of  the  fire  chief  his  abilities  as  a  fighter  of  fire  to 
preserve  property  and  the  safety  of  the  community  are  o(m- 
siderations  of  great  importance  which  may  well  deter  the 
mayor  in  his  honest  judgment  from  even  temporarily  dis- 
placing him  and  leaving  the  city  without  his  servioeSy  al- 
though be  may  lack  many  other  attributes  of  an  ideal  public 
officer,  and  thus  make  choice  of  a  successor  advisable.  The 
condition  of  things  as  to  the  presence  upon  the  force  of  a  sub- 
ordinate able  to  supply  those  emergency  qualities  which  the 
chief  may  have  might  well  justify  the  mayor  in  deciding  not 
to  suspend  one  whom  he  may  believe  ought  not  permanently 
to  continue  as  the  chief  of  that  fire  department  because  of 
other  defects  of  character  during  consideration  by  the  board 
of  the  sufficiency  of  those  defects  as  cause  of  removal.  For 
multitudinous  reasons  like  these,  it  is  not  the  absolute  duty 
of  the  mayor,  even  if  informed  of  great  or  even  gross  derelic- 
tion in  certain  directions,  to  momentarily  deprive  the  city  of 
the  protection  resulting  from  other  abilities  of  such  an  officer 
as  the  fire  chief  or  the  chief  of  police. 

The  contention  of  respondent  to  the  effect  that  whenever 
charges  are  laid  by  a  '^citizen  and  taxpayer''  a  ministerial 
duty  is  imposed  upon  the  mayor  to  forthwith  suspend,  at  once 
suggests  illustrations  which  are  convincing  of  the  impossi- 
bility of  such  legislative  intention.  Were  the  chief  of  police 
engaged  in  a  campaign  against  gambling  houses  or  houses 
of  ill-fame,  he  would  naturally  draw  upon  himself  the  an- 
tagonism of  those  who  profit  from  such  establishments,  and 
if,  at  the  critical  moment  of  such  proceeding,  a  fearless  and 
effective  chief  of  police  must  lay  down  the  fight  because  the 
proprietor  of  such  a  building,  a  ^'citizen  and  taxpayer,"  laid 
some  charge  of  general  impropriety  or  even  dishonesty 
against  him,  the  possibility  of  the  enforcement  of  the  laws 
and  ordinances  for  the  time  being  at  least  might  well  dis- 
appear.   The  mayor  must  be  authorized  in  such  a  case  to  look 
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not  alone  to  the  charges,  but  as  well  to  the  necessities  of  the 
conmiiinitj.  The  possibility  of  a  substitute  for  the  assailed 
officer  competent  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  moment  and 
an  infinity  of  other  considerations  as  to  whether  it  is  best 
that  he  be  summarily  suspended  and  the  office  left  vacant 
until  the  commission  can,  in  the  slow  course  of  investigation 
and  procedure  tliat  must  characterize  such  bodies,  fill  the 
place  with  another  appointee,  present  themselves  in  such  a 
contingency.  We  are  persuaded  that  the  power,  and  of 
course  the  duty,  of  suspension  preserved  in  the  mayor  by 
sec.  11  is  discretionary  in  a  very  high  degree,  Imd  therefore, 
under  the  uniform  holding  of  this  court,  that  the  mayor's  de- 
cision not  to  exercise  it  is  not  subject  to  review  or  direction 
by  the  courts,  unless  indeed  there  may  be  found  an  entire  re- 
fusal to  consider  and  exercise  discretion.  State  ex  rel.  GUI 
V.  Common  Council,  9  Wis.  254;  State  ex  rel.  Gericke  v. 
Mayor,  etc.  99  Wis.  322,  326,  74  N.  W.  783 ;  State  ex  rel. 
Coffey  V.  Chittenden,  112  Wis.  569,  674,  88  K  W.  587; 
Staie  ex  rel.  People's  L.  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Holt,  132  Wis.  131, 
111  K  W.  1106 ;  State  ex  rel.  ^Y^s.  Met.  Tel.  Co.  v.  Mil- 
waukee,  132  Wis.  615,  618,  113  K  W.  40;  State  ex  rel. 
Rudolph  V.  HtUchinson,  134  Wis.  283, 114  K  W.  453 ;  State 
€x  rel.  Yanderwall  v.  Mayor,  etc.  134  Wis.  437,  114  K  W. 
802 ;  State  ex  rel.  Wagner  v.  Dahl,  ante,  p.  301,  122  N.  W. ' 
748 ;  High,  Extr.  Leg.  Rem.  §  42. 

In  this  case  we  can  find  nothing  of  such  refusal.  There 
is  no  duty  resting  upon  an  executive  officer  vested  with  such 
ample  discretion  as  this  to  declare  the  reasons  for  his  decision 
or  his  action  in  deciding  against  suspension.  It  is  enougli 
for  him  to  declare  that  he  deems  the  public  welfare  pro- 
moted by  action  or  inaction,  which  declaration  indeed  need 
only  be  by  the  act.  John  Adams,  who,  as  Vice-President,  had 
cast  the  deciding  vote  in  favor  of  Madison's  construction 
of  executive  power,  referred  to  in  an  earlier  part  of  this 
opinion,  gave  his  own  illustration,  when  President^  of  the 
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extent  of  accountability  of  the  chief  executive  under  such  a 
power  in  his  communication  of  May  12,  1800,  to  the  then 
secretary  of  state,  whidi  reads: 

"Divers  causes  and  considerations  essential  to  the  admin- 
istration of  the  government  in  my  judgment  requiring  a 
change  in  the  department  of  state,  you  are  hereby  discharged 
from  any  further  service  as  secretary  of  state,  tfohn  Adams, 
President  of  the  United  States." 

In  the  presence  of  such  a  solemn  declaration  courts  must 
indulge  in  every  prima  facie  presumption  in  favor  of  the 
good  faith  of  the  executive  officer  in  his  discharge  of  his 
duties  as  such,  and  only  when  it  can  be  established  by  the 
clearest  possible  evidence  that  such  officer  has  wholly  refused 
to  exert  his  jurisdiction  or  to  exercise  any  discretion  what- 
ever can  the  courts  properly  interfere  by  mandamus.  Spald- 
ing V.  VUas,  161  U.  S.  483,  16  Sup.  Ct  631 ;  People  ex  rel 
Peabody  v.  AWy  Oen.  22  Barb.  114,  118;  Ely  v.  Cram,  17 
Wis.  637;  Connor  v.  Marshfield,  128  Wis.  280,  288,  107  N. 
W.  639. 

In  the  present  case  it  appears  by  ^e  relation  itself  that 
upon  receipt  of  relator's  so-called  charges  the  mayor  did  enter 
into  an  investigation,  took  various  means  to  inform  himself 
of  facts  and  of  the  situation,  and  declared  his  conclusion  that 
the  charges  did  not  warrant  the  suspension  of  the  officer,  rer 
suiting  as  it  must  to  the  latter's  great  detriment  and  to  the 
deprivation  of  the  city  and  the  public  of  his  services.  It  is 
apparent^  therefore,  on  the  face  of  the  papers  that  the  discre- 
tion was  exercised,  and  that  the  conditions  upon  which  it 
might  be  the  duty  of  the  mayor  to  suspend  the  fire  chief  did 
not  exist  Hence,  of  course,  the  motion  to  quash  should  have 
been  granted. 

By  the  Court. — Order  reversed,  and  cause  remanded  with 
directions  to  quash  the  alternative  writ  of  mandamus  and  to 
dismiss  the  proceeding. 
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Ruth,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

Eeptember  BO — October  5,  1909. 

Criminal  law:  Information:  Election  tetioeen  cowitt:  Bankg  and 
bankinff:  FaJte  entriet  and  falte  reporti:  Evidence:  Expert  ac- 
countant: Conclusions  from  booki:  Immateriai  errora:  Ver- 
dict: Pretumptiom:  Instrtictiona  to  iury. 

t.  The  matter  of  reqalring  proaecnttng  offlcera  In  criminal  cases  to 
elect  on  irhat  count  or  an  InformatioD  tbey  will  prosecute  the 
cause  Is  very  much  In  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court. 

2.  Three  counts  charging  a  bonlc  cashier  (1)  with  making  false  en- 

tries In  the  certificate  register  of  the  b«nlc.  (2)  with  making 
false  entries  In  a  ledger  as  to  the  amounts  due  from  another 
bonk,  and  (3)  with  making  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner 
ot  banldng  as  to  the  amount  due  on  time  certificates  and  u  to 
the  amount  due  from  other  banks,  all  in  violation  of  aeo.  17, 
Bubch.  II,  ch.  234,  Laws  of  1903,  were  properly  Included  in  one 
information:  and  it  was  not  error  to  refuse  to  compel  the  prose- 
cuting attomer  to  elect  between  them. 

3.  In  the  trial  of  a  case  involvlne  the  examlaatton  ot  long  book  ac- 

counts it  is  proper  for  expert  accountants  to  give  in  evidence, 
In  summary  form,  the  results  of  their  examination  of  the  books, 
time  and  opportunity  being  granted  to  the  opposite  party  to 
use  the  books  to  test  the  correctness  of  such  evidence  and  for 
the  purpose  ot  cross-examination. 

-4.  In  a  prosecatlon  tor  making  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner 
of  banking,  defendant  was  not  prejudiced  by  testimony  of  ex- 
perts that  the  books  ot  another  bank  showed  that  he  had  falsi- 
fled  book  entries  and  bis  report  of  the  amount  due  from  other 
banks  to  his  bank,  although  there  was  no  evidence  ot  the  con- 
tents of  the  books  of  the  other  bank  or  ot  their  correctness, — 
it  appearing  otherwise  conclusively  from  the  report  that  de- 
fendant knowingly  made  a  false  report  based  on  Incorrect  state- 
ments In  the  books  of  his  bank,  so  that  the  testimony  of  the 
experts  was  simply  corroborative  of  defendant's  admitted  knowl- 
edge of  the  falsity  of  the  book  entries  and  of  hie  report  to  the 
commissioner  ot  banking  based  thereon. 

6.  Under  a  count  in  an  Information  charging  that  defendant  wil- 
fully made  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner  of  banking  re- 
^wctlng  (1)  the  amount  due  from  other  banks  and  (2)  the 
amount  of  outstanding  time  certificates  of  deposits,  a  verdict  of 
guilty  may  be  sustained  upon  proof  that  the  report  was  false 
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as  to  either  one  of  the  two  matters  specified,  if  it  appears  that 
the  jury  aigreed  as  to  that  one. 

6.  In  such  a  case  a  verdict  of  not  guilty  on  another  count  charginfT 

the  making  of  false  entries  in  the  hank's  register  of  certificates 
(with  which  entries  the  report  as  to  such  certificates  agreed) 
is  held  to  show  that  the  verdict  of  guilty  as  to  the  report  waa 
hased  on  an  agreement  of  the  jury  that  such  report  was  false  in 
respect  to  the  amount  due  from  other  hanks. 

7.  It  will  he  presumed  that  the  verdict  of  the  jury  rests  upon  the 

facts  established  by  the  evidence. 

8.  An  information  charging  the  making  of  a  false  report  to  the  com- 

missioner of  banking  respecting  two  specific  matters  was  read 
to  the  jury,  and  they  were  instructed  that  it  was  for  them  ta 
determine  under  all  of  the  evidence  "whether  or  not  there  are 
any  false  statements  or  false  entries  in  reference  to  the  re- 
sources and  liabilities  of  the  bank  .  .  .  contained  in  such 
report,  and  whether  or  not  such  report  contains  any  false  state* 
ments  or  false  entries  with  reference  to  any  of  the  books  of 
such  bank."  Held,  that  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  jury  a|h 
plied  this  general  language  to  the  specific  matters  charged  in 
the  information  read  to  them,  and  that  the  instruction  was  not 
prejudicial  to  the  defendant. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Trempea- 
leau county :  J.  J.  Fbuit,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

The  defendant  in  this  case  was  the  cashier  of  the  Bank  of 
Arcadia.  He  had  been  cashier  for  twenty-five  years  and  was 
the  executive  head  of  the  bank.  In  response  to  the  request  of 
the  state  commissioner  of  banking  the  defendant  on  Decem- 
ber 3,  1907,  made  a  report  of  the  condition  of  the  bank  under 
his  charge.  The  report  was  unsatisfactory  to  the  commis- 
sioner, and  upon  examination  of  the  bank  he  determined  that 
the  cashier  was  guilty  of  irregularities  in  the  administration 
of  the  bank's  affairs  and  had  attempted  to  conceal  them  by 
false  entries  and  omissions  in  the  bank's  books  and  by  false 
statements  in  his  report  Defendant  was  arrested  upon  the 
complaint  of  the  commissioner  charging  him  with  the  making 
of  false  entries  in  the  books  of  the  bank  and  in  the  report  to 
the  commissioner.  He  was  informed  against  by  the  district 
attorney,  and  was  charged  (1)  with  making  false  entries  in 
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the  certificate  register  of  the  Bank  of  Arcadia,  of  whidi  he 
was  cashier;  (2)  vitb  making  false  entries  in  a  ledger, 
falsetj  stating  tiie  amount  due  to  the  Bank  of  Arcadia  from 
the  Second  National  Bank  of  Wiuona,  Minnesota;  (3)  with 
making  false  ^itriee  in  the  report  of  the  hank  of  which  he 
was  cashier  to  the  state  commissioner  of  banking  regarding 
the  amount  "Due  from  banks''  and  the  amount  due  on  "Time 
certificates  of  deposit."  The  defendant  demurred  to  the  in- 
formation for  the  reason  that  the  three  counts  were  improp- 
erly joined.  The  court  overruled  the  demurrer.  The  de- 
fendant moved  the  court  that  the  state  be  required  to  elect 
upon  which  count  it  would  proceed  to  try  the  defendant. 
This  motion  was  denied,  and  the  defendant  was  tried  on  the 
chai^ee  as  preferred  in  the  information. 

The  register  of  certificates  of  deposits,  some  certificates  of 
deposit,  some  pages  of  the  cash  book,  and  other  records  of  the 
Bank  of  Arcadia,  and  two  statements  of  tlie  relation  of  the 
Bank  of  Winona  to  the  Bank  of  Arcadia,  which  had  been  pre- 
pared by  the  bank  and  which  were  idenUfied  by  the  cashier  of 
the  Bank  of  Winona,  were  introduced  in  evidence.  An  ex- 
pert who  bad  spent  some  twelve  days  examining  the  books  of 
the  Bank  of  Arcadia  gave  evidence  that  there  had  been  a  dif- 
ference between  the  books  of  the  two  banks  for  several  years, 
and  pointed  out  the  entries  in  the  books  of  the  Bank  of  Ar- 
cadia or  the  failure  to  make  entries  of  transactions  and  the 
other  means  by  which  these  differences  had  been  concealed. 
The  evidence  of  this  witness  and  of  others  tended  to  show 
that  t)je  entries  made  regarding  the  amounts  due  from  the 
Bank  of  Winona  to  the  Bank  of  Arcadia  were  not  correct, 
and  that  the  amount  given  in  the  report  c^  the  defendant  to 
the  commissioner  of  banking  as  to  the  amount  of  money  due 
from  the  bank  <hi  time  certificates  of  deposits  was  about 
$2,000  less  than  was  the  fact  The  practice  of  the  bank  and 
the  authority  of  the  cashier  in  the  matter  of  the  books  of  the 
bank  was  put  in  evidence  to  establish  defendant's  responsi- 
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bility  for  incorrect  statements  regarding  the  bank's  affairs 
and  for  false  entries  in  the  books  of  the  Bank  of  Arcadia.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  evidence  the  court  took  from  the  jury 
the  consideration  of  the  second  count  in  the  information,  on 
the  ground  that  the  evidence  would  not  sustain  a  conviction 
on  this  count. 

In  submitting  the  case  to  the  jury  the  courts  after  reading 
to  them  the  third  count  in  the  information,  instructed  them : 

"It  is  for  you  to  determine  under  all  of  the  evidence  in  the 
case  whether  or  not  there  are  any  false  statements  or  false 
entries  in  reference  to  the  resources  and  liabilities  of  the 
bank  .  .  •  contained  in  such  report,  and  whether  or  not  such 
report  contains  any  false  statements  or  false  entries  with  ref- 
erence to  any  of  the  books  of  such  bank.** 

The  jury  returned  a  verdict  finding  the  defendant  not 
guilty  on  the  first  county  but  guilty  on  the  third  count  The 
case  is  now  before  this  court  for  review. 

John  F.  Doherty  and  Oeo.  W.  Btmge,  for  the  plaintiff  in 
error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  At- 
torney General,  A.  C.  TUus,  assistant  attorney  general,  and 
E.  F,  Hensel,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Titus 
and  Mr.  HenseL 

SiEBEOKEB,  J.  The  plaintiff  in  error  alleges  that  the  re- 
fusal of  the  court  at  the  beginning  of  the  trial  to  compel  the 
district  attorney  to  elect  on  which  count  of  the  information 
he  would  prosecute  the  case  operated  to  his  prejudice.  The 
three  counts  of  the  information  charged  the  defendant  with 
making  false  entries  in  the  books  of  the  bank  and  with  mak- 
ing a  false  report  to  the  commissioner  of  banking.  It  is 
apparent  that  all  of  the  offenses  alleged  in  the  three  counts 
of  the  information  pertained  to  allied  false  entries  in  the 
bank  books  respecting  transactions  with  other  banks  and  with 
reference  to  outstanding  time  certificates.    It  is  alleged  that 
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these  transactions  were  violations  of  the  provisions  of  see.  17, 
subeh.  II,  eh.  234,  Lawg  of  1903,  which  makes  it  an  offense 
if  "any  banker,  <^oer,  director  or  «aplo;ee  of  any  bank 
.  .  .  shall  wilfully  and  knowingly  subscribe  to  or  make,  or 
cause  to  be  made,  any  false  statement  or  false  entiy  in  the 
boolcB  of  any  bank,  or  mutual  savings  bank,  ...  or  shall 
knowingly  make,  state,  or  publish  any  false  report  or  state- 
ment of  such  bank,  or  mutual  savings  bank."  The  different 
counts  of  the  information  aU  relate  to  false  boc^  entries  and 
to  the  report  to  the  commissioner  of  banking  based  thereon. 
The  matter  of  requiring  proseeutang  officers  in  criminal  cases 
to  elect  on  what  counts  of  an  information  they  will  prosecute 
the  cause  is  deemed  to  be  very  much  in  the  discretion  of  the 
trial  court  It  was  no  error  to  join  the  three  counts  in  one 
information.  The  separate  all^d  offenses  referred  to  false 
entries  in  the  bank  books  and  the  report  to  the  commissioner 
of  banking,  and  pertained  to  acts  of  the  defendant  in  making 
or  causing  k  series  of  false  book  entries  to  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  deceiving  others  as  to  the  true  state  of  the  bank's 
accounts  and  financial  condition,  and  falsely  reporting  there- 
<Hi  to  the  commissioner  of  banking.  These  matters  arose  out 
of  the  transactions  and  acts  of  the  defendant  pertaining  to 
his  administraticoi  of  the  bank's  business.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances it  was  proper  to  chai^  the  defendant  with  the 
different  offenses  arising  out  of  these  transactions  in  the  same 
informati<Hi  and  to  proceed  to  trial  on  all  of  them.  Such  a 
proceeding  in  no  way  deprived  the  defendant  of  any  rights, 
nor  did  it  put  him  at  a  disadvantage  in  making  his  defense. 
This  course  of  procedure  is  abundantly  approved  in  the  ad- 
judications of  this  court.  Slate  v.  Oummer,  22  Wis.  441; 
Martin  v.  State,  79  Wis.  165,  48  N.  W.  119 ;  Colbert  v.  State, 
125  Wis.  423,  432,  104  N.  W.  61.  See,  also.  Bishop,  New 
Grim.  Proc  §§  422-444. 

^Ilie  court  discharged  the  defendant  as  to  the  second  count 
and  no  further  consideration  need  be  given  it. 
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It  is  urged  by  the  accused  that  the  court  committed  pre- 
judicial error  in  admitting  the  evidence  of  the  experts  re- 
specting the  state  of  the  account  between  the  Arcadia  and 
Winona  banks  and  the  condition  of  the  accounts  of  the  Ar- 
cadia bank.  The  claim  is  that  these  experts  were  permitted 
to  testify  that  items  of  book  entries  were  shown  to  be  incor- 
rect by  means  of  summary  statements  and  tables  which  they 
had  taken  and  made  from  the  book  accounts  of  the  books  of 
both  banks,  without  introducing  in  evidence  all  of  these  books 
and  the  entries  on  which  such  statements  were  based,  and 
without  producing  any  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the  book 
entries  and  accounts  of  the  Winona  bank  were  correct  and 
true.  The  practice  of  permitting  expert  accountants  to  ex- 
amine long  book  accounts  and  to  give  in  summary  form  the 
results  thereof  for  the  information  of  the  court  and  jury  is 
approved  as  practical  and  proper  in  the  trial  of  causes  in- 
volving the  examination  of  long  book  accounts.  A  proper  ad- 
ministration, of  course,  requires  that  the  opposing  party  shall 
be  afforded  the  time  and  opportunity  to  test  the  correctness 
of  the  evidence,  and  for  this  purpose  to  have  access  to  the 
books  and  the  use  of  them  for  the  purposes  of  cross-examina- 
tion. In  so  far  as  this  practice  was  adopted  in  the  case,  we 
find  nothing  in  the  record  showing  that  the  evidence  of  the 
experts  on  this  subject  was  improper.  The  claim  that  the 
failure  to  offer  in  evidence  all  of  the  account  books  of  the 
Arcadia  bank  which  was  covered  by  this  evidence  operated  to 
defendant's  prejudice  is  not  shown,  for  it  appears  that  all 
such  books  were  brought  into  court,  were  identified,  and  were 
accessible  to  the  defendant  and  his  attorney. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  of  the  experts  that  the  Ar- 
cadia bank  books  disclose  the  fact  that  the  defendant  inserted 
in  his  report  to  the  commissioner  of  banking  an  incorrect  and 
false  sum  as  the  amount  due  from  the  Winona  bank.  It  is 
contended  that  this  evidence  of  the  experts  also  included  a 
statement  that  the  books  of  the  Winona  bank  show  that  the 
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defendant  falsified  hock  entries  and  his  report  of  the  amount 
lue  from  other  banks,  that  there  is  no  evidence  of  the  oon- 
ents  of  SMch  books  or  of  their  correctness,  and  that  the  jury 
nay  have  found  the  defendant  guilty  upon  this  evidence, 
rhe  inquiry  arises  whether  audi  evidence  could  operate  to  tie 
>rejudic8  of  the  defendant  We  conclude  that  the  defendant 
lould  not  have  been  prejudicially  affected  thereby,  because 
t  appears  conclusively  from  the  record,  aside  from  the  e«- 
lert's  evidence  in  the  case,  that  he  knowingly  made  the  false 
'eport  as  charged  in  the  third  count  of  the  indictment  of 
vhich  he  was  found  guilty  hy  the  jury.  It  is  established  by 
he  defendant's  evidence  that  the  bank's  ledger  accounts  did 
lot  correctly  state  the  amount  due  from  the  Winona  hank  on 
December  3,  1907,  the  date  when  the  defendant  reported  the 
condition  of  his  bank  to  the  commissioner  of  banking.  He 
cetifiee  that  he  knew  that  these  ledger  accounts  were  incor- 
■ect,  in  that  the  sum  due  from  the  Winona  bank,  as  there 
itated,  exceeded  the  actual  amount,  and  that  the  amount  re- 
xiTted  to  the  commissioner  of  hanking  as  due  from  other 
tanks  was  based  on  this  incorrect  statement  This  state  of 
he  evidence  shows  that  the  statements  of  the  experts  were 
imply  corroborative  of  defendant's  admitted  knowledge  of 
lie  falsity  of  the  book  entries  and  of  the  report  of  Decera- 
»er  3,  1907.  The  expert  evidence  so  received  could  not  under 
inch  circumstances  operate  to  prejudice  the  defendant  in  any 
vay,  for  he  raised  no  issue  as  to  these  facts,  and  the  inference 
>f  guilt  from  snch  andispnfed  facts  was  left  to  the  determina- 
ion  of  the  JU17. 

It  is  furthermore  contended  that  the  verdict  cannot  stand 
>ecau8e  the  element  of  the  offense  charged  in  the  third  count 
■especting  the  falsification  of  the  report  as  to  outstanding 
ime  certificates  is  not  sustained  by  evidence,  and  because  die 
ury  in  their  verdict  fonnd  defendant  not  guilty  of  wilfully 
■alsifying  the  hooka  and  the  report  in  this  respect  by  their 
reidict  on  the  first  connt  in  the  information.    The  third  count 
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charges  the  defendant  with  the  oflFense  of  making  a  false  re- 
port to  the  commissioner  of  banking  and  specifies  that  it  was 
false  in  two  respects,  namely,  in  falsifying  the  items  re- 
specting (1)  the  amount  due  from  other  banks,  and  (2)  the 
amount  of  the  outstanding  time  certificates.  The  argument 
is  that,  since  these  two  items  are  embraced  in  the  charge,  a 
verdict  of  guilty  thereof  cannot  stand  unless  the  proof  shows 
that  the  report  was  falsely  made  as  to  both  items.  We  do  not 
find  the  claim  well  founded.  True,  the  offense  of  falsifying 
the  report  is  alleged  to  have  been  in  the  two  particulars  speci- 
fied, but  a  finding  that  it  was  made  wilfully  false  with  intent 
to  deceive  in  one  of  the  specified  ways  would  establish  the 
offense  of  making  a  false  report  It  seems  obvious  that  a 
falsification  of  the  report  as  to  one  item  constitutes  a  viola- 
tion of  the  law  under  the  alleged  charge  independently  of  the 
other  violation  specified  in  the  information.  TTie  claim  that 
it  cannot  be  known  whether  the  jury  agreed  to  a  verdict  of 
guilty  for  falsely  reporting  the  amount  due  from  other  banks 
is  not  to  be  indulged  in  view  of  their  verdict  that  he  was  not 
guilty  under  the  first  count  This  establishes  aflirmatively 
that  their  verdict  of  guilty  on  the  third  count  must  be  based 
on  other  grounds  and  that  it  could  only  be  that  he  made  a 
false  report  of  the  amount  due  from  other  banks.  Further^ 
more,  it  is  presumed  that  the  verdict  of  a  jury  rests  upon  the 
facts  established  by  the  evidence  in  the  case.  We  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  verdict  of  guilty  must  be  held  to  be  an  agree- 
ment of  the  jury  that  the  defendant  falsely  and  feloniously 
reported  the  amount  due  from  other  banks  and  it  should 
stand.    ' 

The  instructions  of  the  court  are  assailed  as  erroneous  for 
the  reason  that  the  court  did  not  restrict  the  jury  in  agreeing 
upon  their  verdict  upon  the  third  count  in  the  information  to 
the  offense  embraced  therein.  The  court  read  to  the  jury  this 
charge  in  the  information,  and  then  stated  to  them : 

"You  have  heard  what  it  [the  information]  contains,  and 
you  have  also  had  offered  before  you  in  evidence  the  report 
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itself,  and  it  is  for  jou  to  determine  tinder  all  of  tie  evidence 
in  this  case  whether  or  not  there  are  any  false  statements  or 
false  entries  in  reference  to  the  resources  and  liabilities  of 
the  bank  .  .  .  contained  in  such  report,  and  whether  or  not 
such  report  contains  any  false  statements  or  false  entries  with 
reference  to  any  of  the  books  of  such  bank." 

Though  the  court  used  the  words  "any  false  statements  or  ■ 
false  ^itries"  in  speaking  of  the  book  entries  and  the  re- 
aonrces  and  liabilities,  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  jury  ap- 
plied this  language  in  view  of  what  immediately  preceded, 
namely,  that  the  prosecntjon  was  for  falsifying  the  report  in 
the  two  respects  alleged  in  the  information  just  read  to  ^em. 
This  correctly  informed  tbem  of  the  items  embraced  by  the 
court  in  this  general  reference  to  any  false  statements  or  en- 
tries embraced  in  defendant's  report.  The  instruction  wag 
therefore  aufSdently  restrictive  to  guide  the  jury  in  their 
deliberaticaiB  ajid  waa  not  prejudicial  to  tlie  accused. 

We  find  nothing  in  the  record  showing  any  error  aflfecting 
the  substantial  rights  of  the  defendiint  to  his  prejudice  and 
calling  for  a  reversal  of  the  judgment. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  afBrmed. 


Halveo  and  another,  Respondents,  vs.  Hattex  Ldubsb 
Company,  Appellant. 

Beptember  18— October  t6,  1909, 

Contracts:  Breach:  Measure  of  damages:  Sales:  Partial  SeHvery: 
Payment:  Waiver  of  damages:  Terminaiion  of  oontract:  Subie- 
gaent  deliverif:  Market  price. 

1.  A  person  mar,  at  law,  breach  his  contract  with  anotlier  and  ba 

liable  only  to  respond  to  that  other  for  such  legal  damages  aa 
will  remedy  the  loss  to  hlra. 

2.  Tbe  legal  dainaKeB  Tor  breach  of  cootract  are  such  as  may  fairly 

and  reasonably  be  considered  to  be  the  natural  and  proximate 
result  of  the  breach  and,  In  tbe  llEht  of  the  clrcum stances 
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known,  actually  or  constructively,  to  both  parties  at  the  time  of 
such  making,  as  having  been  then  in  their  mutual  contemplar 
tion  as  the  probable  result  of  such  breach. 

3.  The  rights  of  parties  as  regards  a  breach  of  contract  become 

fixed  at  the  time  the  breach  occurs. 

4.  If  a  breach  of  contract  consists  of  failure  to  deliver,  upon  a  sale 

agreement,  personal  property  at  a  specified  time,  there  being 
no  special  circumstances,  known  to  both  parties  at  the  time  of 
making  the  agreement,  varying  the  general  rule,  the  damage 
recoverable  is  the  diflTerence,  at  the  time  of  the  breach  and  at 
the  agreed  place  of  delivery,  between  the  market  value  of  the 
property  and  the  contract  price,  with  legal  interest  from  the 
time  of  the  breach. 

5.  In  case  of  an  action  for  damages  for  breach  of  contract.  In  the 

circumstances  mentioned  in  No.  4,  in  the  absence  of  evidence 
that  the  market  value  of  the  property  at  the  time  and  place 
of  delivery  agreed  upon,  exceeded  the  contract  price,  no  more 
than  nominal  damages  are  recoverable. 

-6.  In  case  of  partial  delivery  of  property,  in  the  circumstances  men- 
tioned in  No.  4,  and  payment  therefor  after  the  breach  without 
objection  and  with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  the  agreement  pro- 
viding for  payment  as  fast  as  deliveries  are  made,  such  dream- 
stances  do  not,  of  themselves,  waive  any  claim  for  damages  for 
such  breach. 

7.  In  case  of  the  breach  of  contract  in  the  circumstances  stated  in 
the  foregoing,  and  a  claim  thereafter  upon  the  side  of  the  ex- 
ecutory vendee  that  he  is  legally  entitled  upon  the  contract  to 
the  balance  of  the  property,  and  insistence  upon  the  other  that 
he  is  under  no  such  obligation,  and  delivery  of  the  balance  of 
the  property  pursuant  to  a  mutual  understanding  for  payment 
therefor  at  the  market  price  at  the  time  of  delivery,  in  case  of 
the  vendee  not  being  entitled  as  he  claims,  the  vendor  should 
be  paid  such  market  price. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Shawano 
<x)unty:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  on  a  contract  for  a  claimed  balance  for 
sawlogs  sold  defendant  by  plaintiffs  at  a  stipulated  price. 

Defendant  answered  putting  in  issue  plaintiffs'  claim  as  to 
the  agreed  price  for  the  1<^  and  as  to  there  being  a  balance 
due.  It  pleaded  as  a  defense  that,  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
plying its  mill  with  a  stock  of  sawlogs  for  the  manufacturing 
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season  of  1906,  it  contracted  in  writing  with  plaintiffs  to  cut 
into  sawlogB  and  deliver  to  it  at  a  apecified  place,  duriDg  the 
winter  of  1905  and  1906,  all  the  aawlog  timber  on  certain 
specified  land  at  a  price  per  Uiouaand  feet  named,  final  paj- 
joent  therefor  to  be  made  upon  all  the  logs  being  scaled  and 
full  performance  hy  plaintiffs;  that  in  partial  performance 
276,230  feet  of  Ic^  weri  duly  delivered,  scaled,  and  paid  for 
-during  the  winter  of  1906;  that  notwithstanding  defendant 
was  ready  and  willing  to  accept  and  pay  for  the  balance  of 
the  sawloga  agreed  to  be  delivered,  plaintiffs  neglected  to 
make  delivery  thereof  during  the  time  limited  in  the  con- 
tract; that  thereupon  su<^  time  was  extended  to  include  the 
mext  logging  season;  and  tbat  plaintiffs  have  received  full 
payment  for  all  loga  delivered. 

Defendant,  for  a  counterclaim,  pleaded  the  aforesaid  facts 
and  that  the  amount  of  timber  which  plaintiffs  failed  to 
'deliver  during  the  logging  season  of  1906  and  1907  was 
191,880  feet  of  short  and  1 1,310  feet  of  long  hemlock  logs,  to 
its  damage  in  the  sum  of  $406.38.  The  counterclaim  was 
duly  replied  to.  Upon  the  trial  plaintiffs  claimed  that  the 
written  contract  did  not  cover  the  operations  of  the  season  of 
1906  and  1907;  that  during  the  season  they  delivered  to  de- 
fendant the  sawl<^  it  claimed  should  have  been  delivered 
during  the  previous  season,  but  made  such  delivery  under  an 
oral  agreement  increasing  the  price  for  the  logs  $2  per  thou- 
sand feet  0udi  increase  coincided  with  th%  amount  claimed 
in  the  complaint 

There  was  proof  that,  at  the  close  of  the  first  !(^ging 
season,  defendant  settled  wilii  plaintiffs  for  all  logs  delivered 
during  such  season,  without  objection  because  of  the  contract 
not  having  been  fully  performed,  and  that  the  price  claimed 
by  plaintiffs  for  logs  delivered  the  second  season  was  the  going 
price  thereof  and  the  amount  defendant  verbally  agreed  to 
pay  therefor. 

Tlere  was  evidence  on  the  part  of  defendant  that,  before 
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the  logging  operations  commenced  the  second  season^  it  gave 
plaintiffs  written  notice  that  it  claimed  the  contract  covered 
the  balance  of  the  timber^  but  later  promised  that^  if  it  should 
turn  out  otherwise,  it  would  pay  the  going  price. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  the  courts  on  motion,  directed 
a  verdict  for  plaintiffs  upon,  their  theory  of  the  case;  holding 
that  by  paying  in  full  at  the  close  of  the  first  season  without 
objection,  notwithstanding  the  contract  had  been  breached  as 
claimed  in  the  answer,  such  breach  was  waived  and  the  con- 
tract extinguished ;  and  that  the  agreement  to  pay  the  prio& 
for  the  logs  delivered  the  second  season,  in  case  the  contract 
as  to  such  season  was  of  no  effect,  entitled  plaintiffs  to  re- 
cover.   Judgment  was  entered  accordingly, 

R.  N.  Van  Doren,  for  the  appellant 

P.  J.  Winter  J  for  the  respondents* 

Marshall,  J.  This  case  is  ruled  by  a  few  familiar  legal 
principles. 

Keeping  in  mind  the  conceded  fact  that  respondenta 
breached  the  contract  in  question  by  neglecting  to  deliver  to- 
appellant  all  the  saw  timber  standing  upon  the  land  manu- 
factured into  sawlogs,  properly  scaled,  by  the  dose  of  the 
logging  season  of  1906,  the  first  principle  to  be  mentioned 
is  that  a  person,  at  law,  may  of  right  breach  his  contract  with 
another  and  subject  himself  to  the  burden  of  sudi  damages 
for  the  benefit  o4  such  other  as  may  be  necessary  to  remedy 
the  breach.  Ward  v.  Am.  H.  F.  Co.  119  Wis.  12,  96  K  W. 
388. 

It  follows  that,  after  the  breach  in  question,  if  respond^ita 
saw  fit,  as  it  seems  they  did,  to  stand  upon  their  l^al  rights 
and  not  recognize  the  contract  as  binding  them  to  deliver  the 
balance  of  the  timber  left  at  the  close  of  the  winter  of  1906, 
it  was  competent  for  them  to  do  so,  leaving  appellant,  as  its 
only  recourse  to  remedy  the  matter,  enforcement  of  a  cause 
of  action  for  damages,  if  any  there  wera 
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The  next  legal  principle  applicable  to  the  case,  in  the  log- 
ical order  of  things,  is  this  very  familiar  one :  The  damages 
recoverable  for  breach  of  contract  are  such  as  may  fairly  and 
reasonably  be  cwnsidered  to  be  the  natural  and  proximate  re- 
sult thereof  and  which,  in  tlie  light  of  circumstances  known, 
actually  or  constnictively,  to  both  parties  at  the  time  of 
making  the  contract,  may  reasonably  be  supposed  to  have 
been  in  their  mutual  contemplation  as  the  probable  result  of 
Bnch  breadi.  Eadley  v.  Baxevdale,  9  Exch.  341 ;  Quetzkow 
Bros.  Co.  V.  A.  E.  Andrews  &  Co.  92  Wis.  214,  66  N.  W. 
119;  Gross  v.  UeckeH,  120  Wis.  314,  321,  97  N.  W.  952; 
Anderson  v.  Savoy,  137  "Wis.  44,  48, 118  N.  W.  217. 

In  connecti<m  with  the  last  foregoing  rule  is  the  one  that, 
in  case  of  a  breach  of  contract,  the  rights  of  the  parties  are 
regarded  as  fixed  at  the  time  thereof,  ao,  if  Buch  breach  con- 
sists in  failure  to  deliver  upon  a  sale  contract  personal  prop- 
erty to  be  paid  for  after  delivery ;  there  being,  as  in  this  case, 
no  special  circumstances  rendering  more  than  ordinary  dam- 
ages probably  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties  at 
the  time  of  making  the  contract  as  likely  to  occur  from  such 
failure,  the  limit  of  legal  damages  is  the  difference,  at  the 
time  of  the  breach,  between  the  market  value  of  the  property 
at  the  time  and  place  of  delivery  and  the  price  the  executory 
purchaser  agreed  to  pay  therefor  with  legal  interest  from  the 
date  of  the  breach.  Richardson  v.  Chynowelh,  26  Wis.  656 ; 
Hill  V.  Ghipman,  59  Wis.  211,  18  N.  W.  160 ;  Mucnchcw  v. 
Roberts,  77  Wis.  520,  522,  46  N.  W.  802;  Eelley,  M.  &  Co. 
V.  La  Crosse  C.  Co.  120  Wis.  84,  97  N.  W.  674 ;  Anderson  v. 
Savoy,  137  Wis.  44,  48, 118  N.  W.  217. 

So  if  appellant  suffered  any  recoverable  loss  by  failure  to 
deliver  the  timber  as  agreed  upon,  it  consists  of  the  difference 
between  what  the  market  value  of  Uie  undelivered  timber 
manufactured  into  sawlogs  was  at  the  time  when  and  place 
where  the  same  should  have  been  delivered  and  the  contract 
price  thereof.  What  such  logs  were  worth  in  the  market  the 
Vol.  ho— 25 
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succeeding  winter,  is  entirely  immaterial  on  this  branch  of 
the  case. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing,  since,  as  the  fact  is,  there 
was  no  proof  offered  or  received  tending  to  show  that  the 
market  value  of  such  logs  as  respondents  agreed  to  deliver  at 
the  time  for  the  delivery,  exceeded  the  contract  price,  there 
was  an  entire  failure  of  proof  to  maintain  appellant's  coun- 
terclaim. So  respondents  were  entitled  to  recover,  as  they 
did,  the  undisputed  market  value  of  the  logs  delivered  in  the 
winter  of  1906  and  1907.  Breach  of  contract  without  any 
legal  damages  obviously  gives  no  right  of  recovery.  Main  v. 
Prochnow,  131  Wis.  279,  111  K  W.  608. 

It  is  claimed  on  the  part  of  respondents  that  making  final 
payment  for  all  logs  delivered,  after  the  time  fixed  in  the 
writing  for  performance,  without  making  any  objection  be- 
cause of  the  breach,  notwithstanding  it  had  full  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  constituted  a  waiver  of  any  further  rights  under 
the  contract  either  for  the  balance  of  the  logs  or  damages. 
There  having  been  no  pretense  at  the  time  payment  was  made 
that  the  contract  had  been  fully  performed,  the  mere  pay- 
ment for  the  logs  delivered,  keeping  silent  as  to  any  further 
claim  under  the  contract,  did  not  of  itself  waive  anytliing. 
The  transaction  was  strictly  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
writing.  It  contemplated  payment  for  logs  from  time  to 
time  as  they  were  delivered  and  scaled.  One  may  always 
accept  and  pay  at  the  contract  rate  for  partial  performance, 
as  in  this  case,  without  waiving,  by  such  circumstance  alone, 
his  right  to  redress  for  failure  of  full  performance.  Charley 
V.  Potlhoff,  118  Wis.  258,  95  N.  W.  124.  Such  a  case  must 
not  be  confused  with  those  where  articles  are  delivered  in 
performance  of  an  executory  contract  of  sale  as  and  for  the 
amount  and  kind  agreed  upon  and  are  received  and  retained 
with  knowledge,  or  reasonable  means  of  knowledge,  that  they 
do  not  fully  answer  the  calls  of  the  agreement,  and  without 
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notifying  the  vendor  within  a  reasonable  time  that  the  ar- 
ticles are  not  accepted  as  fuU  performance. 

Not^vithstanding  the  contract  was  not  terminated  by  pay- 
ment for  the  logs  delivered  under  the  circumstances  stated, 
it  does  not  follow  that  appellant  had  any  further  rights  under 
it  It  had  no  right  to  damages  for  the  breach  unless  it  suf- 
fered damages  and  none  were  established ;  as  appellant  evi- 
dently appreciated  and  conceded  at  the  close  of  the  trial  It 
had  no  legal  right  to  further  deliveries  of  Ic^  after  the  dose 
of  the  winter  of  1906.  The  evidence  is  substantially  all  one 
way,  as  the  trial  court  held,  that  the  market  value  of  the  logs 
delivered  the  second  season  was  as  claimed  fey  respondents 
and  that  If  they  were  entitled  to  recover  on  that  basis  the 
amount  due  tbem  was  as  found  in  the  directed  verdict.  The 
evidence  is  all  one  way,  that  respondents  refused  to  recognize 
the  contract  which,  by  its  terms,  terminated  at  the  close  of 
the  winter  of  1906,  as  binding  them  to  let  appellant  have  the 
logs  delivered  the  second  season.  The  latter  conceded  upon 
the  trial  that  it  promised  to  pay  the  fonner  the  market  price 
for  logs  the  second  season  if  the  contract  did  not  entitle  it  to 
tliem  at  the  price  named  therein.  The  controversy  between 
the  parties  at  the  commencement  and  during  the  early  part 
of  the  second  season,  as  the  evidence  conclusively  shows  and 
the  court  found,  was  not  over  the  market  price  or  the  amount 
respondents  should  have  for  the  logs  in  the  absence  of  any 
writing  governing  the  matter,  but  over  whether  respondents 
were  bound  to  deliver  tlie  logs  under  the  writing  of  1906. 

So  the  case  really  turns,  as  the  trial  court  found,  on 
whether  the  writing  was  effective  as  to  the  second  season 
notwithstanding  the  breach  aforesaid  and  respondents'  in- 
sistence thereon.  On  that  question  the  decision  of  the  trial 
court  was  right  though  the  grounds  stated  therefor  are  not 
altogether  approved.  Further  performance  of  the  contract 
on   respondents'  part  waa  not  waived  by  appellant  by  the 
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occurrences  in  the  spring  of  1907  before  mentionecL  It 
terminated  by  its  own  limitations,  subject  to  appellant's 
right  to  damages,  if  any  were  suffered,  because  of  there  being 
but  partial  performance  and  subject  to  mutual  recognition, 
in  case  of  there  being  such,  of  its  further  efficacy.  Therefore 
the  judgment  must  be  affirmed. 
By  the  Court. — So  ordered. 


O'Coi^NOB,  Respondent,  vs.  Queen  Insurance  Company  of 

Amebica,  Appellant 

Octol>er  5 — October  26,  1909. 

Fire  insurance:  What  constitutes  **flre:*'  Cause  of  loss:  Court  and 

iury. 

1.  A  fire  built  In  a  furnace  with  unsuitable  material,  which  became 

In  a  measure  uncontrollable  and  developed  excessive  and  ex- 
traordinary heat,  so  Intense  In  the  chimney  as  to  char  wood- 
work, wall  paper,  and  furniture,  and  which  caused  volumes  of 
smoke  and  soot  to  escape  through  the  registers  and  Injure  per- 
sonal property  In  the  house,  was  a  "hostile"  fire  although  there 
was  no  Ignition  outside  of  the  furnace;  and  the  damage  to  the 
personal  property  was  "direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire"  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Wisconsin  standard  fire  Insurance  policy. 
Mabshaix,  J.,  dissents. 

2.  The  question  whether  damage  to  Insured  property  was  caused  by 

fire  Is  ordinarily  one  for  the  Jury»  but  Its  determination  by  the 
court  Is  not  error  where  the  facts  are  practically  undisputed. 

Appeat.  from  a  judgment  of  the  municipal  court  of  Outa- 
gamie county:  T.  H.  Etan,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  upon  a  fire  insurance  policy.  Hie  servant  of 
plaintiff  built  a  fire  in  the  furnace  with  paper  and  cannel 
coal,  not  used  or  intended  to  be  used  for  such  purpose,  which 
fire  developed  within  a  few  moments  to  such  a  degree  of  fury 
as  to  fill  the  house  with  great  volumes  of  smoke,  soot,  and 
excessive  and  intense  heat,  and  damage  the  personal  property 
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therein  to  the  amount  as  found  by  the  juiy  $563.  The  onl; 
'question  submitted  to  the  jury  was  the  amount  of  damages, 
ajid  the  court  directed  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  for  the 
amount  of  damages  found  by  the  jury..  Judgment  was 
entered  for  plaintiff  accordingly,  from  which  thia  appeal  wa^ 
taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  D.  0.  Claison,  at 
tomey,  and  Bates,  Harding,  Edgerlon  &  Bates,  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Classon. 

Francis  S.  Bradford,  for  the  respondent. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  October  26,  1909: 

Ej:ewih,  J.  The  policy  in  this  case,  being  the  Wisconsin 
standard  form,  insured  the  plaintiff  "against  all  direct  loss 
and  damage  by  fire;"  and  the  oontrorersy  is  as  to  wbedier 
the  loss  and  damage  was  caused  by  anything  insured  against 
by  the  defendant  company.  The  question  arises  whether  the 
fire 'which  caused  the  damage  was  a  fire  within  the  meaning 
■of  the  policy.  The  plaintiff  lired  in  a  rented  house  heated  by 
a  furnace.  His  servant  built  a  fire  in  the  furnace  of  material 
not  for  use  tlterein  or  intended  so  to  be  used,  and  of  such  a 
highly  infiammable  character  as  to  cause  intense  heat  and 
great  volumes  of  smoke  to  escape  through  the  registers 
leading  into  the  rooms  and  greatly  damage  plaintiff's  prop- 
erty. The  heat  was  flo  intense  as  to  char  and  injure  fui^ 
niture,  and  the  great  volumes  of  smoke  and  soot  greatly 
injured  the  furnishings  and  personal  property  of  the  plaintiff. 
It  does  not  appear  from  the  evidence  that  there  was  any 
ignition  outside  of  the  furnace,  aldiougb  the  fire  was  so 
intense  as  to  overheat  the  chimney  and  flues  and  char  furni- 
ture in  the  roomfl.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  chimney  was 
so  hot  it  seemed  as  though  it  was  on  fire;  that  the  fire  was 
burning  fiercely  in  the  furnace;  around  the  mop  hoards  was 
burned  and  the  mop  boards  blistered ;  the  wall  paper  charred 
and  burned  and  the  chimney  cracked  from  the  excessive  heat. 
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It  is  the  oontentioii  of  appellant  that  the  damage  occasioned 
by  heat,  smoke,  and  soot  is  not  covered  by  the  policy  where 
the  fire  is  confined  within  the  furnace.  This  position  in- 
volves the  construction  of  the  words  of  the  policy,  "direct 
loss  or  damage  by  fire,"  and  leads  to  a  consideration  of  what 
fires  are  within  the  contemplation  of  the  policy. 

No  limitation  is  placed  upon  the  word  "fire"  by  tbe 
language  of  tlie  policy  itself,  but  it  is  said  that  "contracts  of 
insurance  are  to  be  construed  according  to  the  sense  and 
meaning  of  the  terms  which  the  parties  have  used,  and,  if 
they  are  clear  and  unambiguous,  Uie  terms  are  to  be  taken 
and  understood  in  their  plain,  ordinary,  and  proper  sense." 
No  doubt  this  is  the  general  rule,  but  it  must  also  be  remem- 
bered in  applying  the  rule  that  this  and  other  courts  have 
construed  contracts  of  insurance  favorably  to  the  insured. 
Karow  v.  Continental  Ins.  Co.  57  Wis.  66,  15  N.  W.  27 ; 
Brady  v.  North  Western  Ins.  Co.  11  Mich.  425 ;  May,  Ins. 
<3d  ed.)  §  402 ;  Peters  v.  Warren  Ins.  Co.  14  Pet.  99. 

Appellant  insists  that  a  fire  confined  within  the  limits  of 
a  furnace,  although  producing  damage  by  smoke  and  heat,  is 
not  a  fire  within  the  meaning  of  the  policy  in  question,  and 
relies  mainly  upon  the  case  of  Austin  v.  Drew,  4  Camp.  360. 
In  that  case  the  plaintiff  was  the  owner  of  a  sugar  factory 
several  stories  high  with  pans  on  the  ground  floor  for  boiling 
sugar  and  a  stove  for  heating.  A  flue  extended  to  the  top  of 
the  building  with  registers  on  each  floor  connecting  with  tbe 
flue  to  introduce  heat.  Because  of  the  negligence  of  a  sen-ant 
in  not  opening  a  register  at  the  top  of  the  flue,  or  chimney, 
used  to  shut  in  tlie  heat  during  the  nighty  the  smoke,  sparks, 
and  heat  from  the  stove  were  intercepted  and,  instead  of 
escaping  through  the  top  of  the  flue,  were  forced  into  the 
rooms,  in  consequence  of  which  the  sugar  was  damaged.  The 
flames  were  confined  within  the  stove  and  flue  and  no  actual 
ignition  took  place  outside  thereof,  and  it  was  held  that  the 
loss  was  not  covered  by  the  policy.    The  Lord  Chief  Justice 


26J  AUGUST  TERM,  1909.  391 

O'Connor  v.  Queen  Ina.  Co.  140  Wis.  388. 

said  that  there  was  no  more  fire  than  always  existed  when 
the  manufacture  was  going  on,  and  Tvhich  continued  to  bum 
without  any  excess.  The  case  seems  to  turn  upon  the  point 
that  tiie  fire  was  the  nsnal  and  ordinary  fire,  never  excessive, 
and  always  confined  within  its  proper  limits.  We  shall 
briefly  refer  to  other  cases  cited  by  appellant  on  this  point 

In  German,  Am.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Hynian,  42  Colo.  156, 16  L.  It 
A.  N.  B.  77,  the  loss  was  caused  by  an  explosion  produced  by 
lighting  a  match,  where  the  policy  contained  a  provision  that 
the  insurers  should  not  be  liable  for  loss  by  explosion  unless 
£re  ensues,  and  in  that  event  for  the  damage  by  fire  only. 
Sam-uels  v.  Coniinenlal  Ins.  Co.  2  Pa.  Dist.  Hep.  397,  was  a 
claim  for  damages  caused  by  smoke  and  soot  from  a  lamp 
whose  flame  flared  up  above  the  lamp.  United  L.,  F.  <£  M, 
Ins.  Co.  V.  Foote,  22  Ohio  St.  340,  was  a  case  of  explosion 
excepted  from  the  policy,  and  it  was  held  that  the  fire  was 
caused  by  the  explosion ;  therefore  the  loss  was  occasioned  by 
explosion.  Renshaw  v.  Fireman's  Ins.  Co.  33  Mo.  App.  394, 
is  also  an  explosion  case  caused  by  ignition  from  a  burning 
gas  jet,  and  it  was  held  that  where  the  explosion  is  the  direct 
result  of  the  antecedent  fire  the  policy  covers  it,  but  where  the 
explosion  is  not  occasioned  by  the  fire  there  is  no  liability  for 
the  result  of  the  explosion.  In  the  one  case  the  fire  causes 
the  explosion,  and  in  the  otlier  the  explosion  causes  the  fire. 
Briggs  v.  North  A.  &  M.  Ins.  Co.  53  K  Y.  446,  is  a  case 
where  the  explosion  was  before  the  fire  and  not  caused  by  the 
fire.  Trajisailanlic  F.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Dorsey.  56  Md.  70,  was  a 
case  of  explosion,  and  the  main  question  was  whether  the 
fire  was  the  direct  cause  of  the  explosion.  1  Wood  on  Fire  In- 
surance (2d  ed.)  sec  103,  it  is  true  lays  down  the  ^neral 
rule  that  no  liability  arises  whore  the  fire  is  confined  within 
the  limits  of  the  agencies  employed,  referring  to  the  case  of 
Atistin  V.  Drew,  i  Camp.  360,  with  the  observation  that  the 
doctrine  of  that  case  had  been  considerably  misconceived  by 
courts  and  text-writera.    Gibbons  v.  German  Ins.  dc  Sav.  Inst. 
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30  111.  App,  263,  was  a  case  of  damage  caused  by  the  escape 
of  steam.  Case  v.  Hartford  F.  Ins.  Co.  13  111.  676,  discusses 
AiLsUn  IT,  Drew,  supra,  and  discards  the  idea  that  there  can 
be  no  loss  by  fire  without  actual  ignition.  MiUaudon  v.  New 
Orleans  Ins.  Co.  4  La,  Ann.  16,  is  a  case  where  the  damage 
was  caused  by  the  explosion  of  a  steam  boiler;  while  in 
Waiers  v.  Merchants'  L.  Ins.  Co.  11  Pet  213,  an  explosion 
of  gunpowder  is  held  to  be  a  loss  by  fire  where  the  tJiing 
exploded  was  on  fire.  American  T.  Co.  v.  Oerman  F.  Ins. 
Co.  74  Md.  25,  21  Atl.  663,  was  a  case  of  overheated  boiler 
owing  to  the  absence  of  water.  Austin  v.  Drew,  supra,  is 
referred  to,  and  it  was  held  damage  not  covered  by  the  policy. 
Cannon  v.  Phoenix  Ins.  Co.  110  Ga.  563,  36  S.  E.  776,  is  a 
case  where  the  fixe  was  an  ordinary  fire  in  a  stove.  The  fire 
was  what  is  termed  in  law  books  a  "friendly"  and  not  a 
"hostile"  fire.  In  this  case  the  stovepipe  became  disarranged 
and  smoke  and  soot  escaped,  together  with  the  water  used  in 
cooling  the  ceiling  causing  the  damage.  Austin  v.  Drew, 
supra,  is  cited  in  support  of  the  opinion. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  foregoing  cases  relied  upon  by 
appellant  that  the  cases  in  this  country  in  any  way  tending 
to  support  appellant's  contention  rest  upon  the  doctrine  of 
Austin  V.  Drew,  which  has  not  been  extended,  but  limited  U> 
the  particular  facts  of  the  case,  and  the  doctrine  enunciated 
therein  criticised  in  some  well-considered  cases.  We  shall 
briefly  refer  to  some  of  the  authorities.  At  page  929,  §  402, 
^Ir.  May  in  his  work  on  Insurance  discusses  the  doctrine  laid 
down  in  Austin  v.  Drew  and  concludes  that  if  the  doctrine  in 
that  case  is  intended  to  go  farther  than  the  facts  of  the  case 
it  has  been  deemed  not  to  be  good  law  by  every  high  au- 
thority. In  Scripture  v.  Lowell  M.  F.  Ins.  Co.  10  Cush.  366, 
the  doctrine  of  Austin  v.  Drew  is  explained,  and  tide  court 
says  that  lack  of  study  of  the  case  by  courts  and  textrwriters 
has  caused  it  to  be  misapplied,  and  refers  to  the  language  of 
tlie  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  Austin  v.  Drew  to  the  effect  that 


20]  AUGUST  TERM,  1909.  393 

O'Connor  t.  Queen  Ins.  Co.  140  Wis.  388. 

the  fire  was  an  ordinary  one  and  no  more  than  always  existed 
when  the  manufacturing  was  going  on.  Singleton  v.  Phenuc 
Ins.  Co.  132  N.  Y.  298,  30  N.  E.  839,  is  a  case  where  a  boat 
was  loaded  with  quicklime  in  barrels.  The  boat  was  found 
to  be  on  fire  through  the  slacking  of  tlie  lime.  It  was  towed 
into  the  river  and  sunk  to  prevent  total  destruction.  It  was 
claimed  that  some  water  in  the  boat  must  hare  caused  the 
slacking  of  the  lime.  Held,  that  the  losa  was  by  fire  within 
the  meaning  of  the  polity.  Further  intimated  that  it  may 
not  be  neoessaiy  to  show  actual  ignition  or  combustion  to 
establish  a  loss  by  fire.  In  Way  v.  Abington  Miii.  F.  Ins.  Co. 
166  Mass.  67,  43  N.  E.  1032,  fire  in  the  stove  ignited  the 
Boot  in  the  chimney,  and  the  smoke  and  soot  from  the  burn- 
ing chimney  escaped  into  the  room  and  damaged  property. 
Held,  that  such  damage  was  covered  by  the  policy  insuring, 
against  all  loss  or  damage  by  fire.  The  case  seems  to  have 
turned  upon  the  fact  that  the  fire  in  tie  chimney  was  a 
"hostile"  fire;  therefore  the  damage  caused  by  such  fir©  was 
covered  by  the  polii^.  In  Lynn  G.  &  E.  Co.  v.  Meriden  F. 
Ins.  Co.  158  Mass.  570,  35  N.  E.  690,  it  was  held  nnder  an 
insorance  policy  against  loss  or  damage  by  fire  that  damage 
to  machinery  in  a  part  of  the  building  not  reached  by 
the  fire,  caused  by  short  circuiting  of  electric  current,  was 
covered  by  the  policy.  It  was  further  held  that  the  fire  was 
the  direct  and  proximate  cause  of  the  damage  under  the 
words  of  the  policy,  "direct  and  proximate  cause."  In 
California  Ins.  Co.  v.  Union  C.  Co.  133  U.  S.  387,  10 
Sup.  Ct.  365,  the  words  of  a  policy,  "direct  lose  or  damage 
hy  fire,"  are  defined  to  mean  loss  or  damage  occurring  di- 
rectly from  fire  as  the  destroying  agency  in  contradistinction 
to  the  remoteness  of  fire  as  such  agency.  In  German  Am. 
Ins.  Co.  V.  Byman,  42  Colo.  156,  94  Pac.  27,  under  an  in- 
surance policy  providing  that  the  insurer  would  not  be  liable 
for  loss  by  explosion,  it  was  held  that  if  the  fire  precedes  the 
•explosion  and  the  latter  is  an,  incident  of  the  former  and 
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caused  by  it,  the  insured  may  recover  for  his  entire  loss,  but 
if  the  explosion  precedes  the  fire  and  is  not  caused  by  it  the 
insured  can  only  recover  for  the  loss  by  fire.    In  Russell  v. 
German  F.  Ins.  Co.  100  Minn.  528,  111  K  W.  403,  it  i& 
held  that  to  render  a  fire  the  immediate  or  proximate  cause 
of  the  loss  or  damage  it  is  not  necessary  that  any  part  of  the 
insured  property  actually  ignited  or  was  consumed  by  fire. 
In  Ermentrout  v.  Girard  F.  <&  M.  Ins.  Co.  63  Minn.  305, 
65  N.  W.  635,  the  action  was  on  a  policy  insuring  plaintiff 
"against  all  direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire,"  and  the  policy 
further  provided  that  if  the  building  fell  "except  as  result 
of  fire"  the  insurance  on  the  building  should  immediately 
cease.    There  was  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  a  building 
adjacent  to  the  one  insured  caught  fire  and  was  partially 
consunued,  and  as  a  result  of  such  fire  fell,  carrying  down 
with  it  a  partition  wall  and  a  part  of  the  insured  building. 
Held,  that  the  fall  of  the  insured  building  was  "the  result  of 
fire"  and  "a  direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire,"  although  no  part 
of  it  ignited  or  was  consumed  by  fire.    Cameron  in  his  work 
on  the  Law  of  Fire  Insurance  in  Canada,  page  51,  discusses 
the  effect  of  the  word  "direct"  in  policies  providing  against 
"direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire,"  and  says  that  the  word  has 
no  significance  or  value,  and  whether  used  or  not  the  fire 
must  be  the  proximate  cause  of  the  loss  or  damage.     See, 
also,  Richards,  Ins.  Law  (3d  ed.)   §  231,  where  it  is  said 
that  the  word  "direct"  in  a  policy  means  immediate  or  proxi- 
mate as  distinguislied  from  remote,  but  that  the  proximate 
results  of  fire  may  include  other  things  than  combustion,  as, 
for  example,  the  resulting  fall  of  a  building,  injuries  to 
insured  property  by  water,  loss  of  goods  by  theft,  exposure 
of  goods  during  fire.     See,  also,  Elliott,  Ins.  §  221,  and 
Clement,  Fire  Ins.  as  a  Valid  Contract,  84-87. 

The  foregoing  cases,  we  think,  fully  show  that  Atistin  v. 
Drew,  4  Camp.  360,  is  not  authority  against  plaintiff  here. 
There  the  fire  was  imder  control,  not  excessive,  and  suitable 
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and  proper  for  the  purpose  intended.  It  ■was,  in  the  lan- 
^age  of  the  hooka,  a  "friendlj"  and  not  a  "hostile"  fire.  In 
the  case  before  us  the  fire  was  extraordinary  and  unusual, 
unsuitable  for  the  purpose  intended,  and  in  a  measure  un- 
aontrollable,  besides  being  inherently  dangerous  because  of 
the  unsuitable  material  used.  Such  a  fire  was,  we  think,  a 
'hostile"  fire  and  within  the  contemplation  of  the  policy. 
Drdinarily  the  question  in  such  eases  is  for  the  jury.  New 
York  £  B.  D.  B.  Co.  v.  Traders'  &  U.  Ins,  Co.  132  Mass. 
177;  New  York  &  B.  D.  E.  Co.  v.  Traders  £  M.  Ins.  Co. 
[35  Mass.  221 ;  Richards,  Ins.  Law  (3d  ed.)  §  231.  But  in 
Jiis  case  the  evidence  being  practically  undisputed,  we  think 
lo  error  was  committed  in  directing  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff. 
By  ihe  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  af- 
irmed. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  November  13,  lOOO: 

Mabshaix,  J.  {dissenting).  I  do  not  understand  either 
lie  facts  of  this  case  or  tie  law  to  be,  in  all  respects,  as 
ndicated  in  the  court's  opinion.  The  court's  language  would 
ndicate  that,  while  there  was  no  ignition  outside  the  furnace 
r  its  connections,  there  was  considerable  burning  to  the 
xtent  of  expelling  volatile  matter  from  paper,  furniture, 
,nd  mop  boards,  so  as  to  create  on  their  surface  charcoal. 
They  were  burned,  charred,  and  blistered,"  is  the  language 
ised,  "though  there  was  no  ignition  outside  of  the  furnace." 
7hat  language  suggests  that  actual  fire  reached  the  injured 
larts  of  the  bouse  and  furnishings  so  as  to  cause  burning, 
do  not  find  that  in  the  record.  Here  is  all  the  record  dis- 
loses,  substantially  in  the  language  of  the  plaintiff:  In  the 
omer  of  the  room  around  the  register  on  the  second  floor,  it 
raa  all  burned,  and  the  mi?p  board  blistered,  and  the  wall 
aper  was  diarred  and  burned  to  a  perfect  brown,  and  around 
le  chimney  was  cradced  in  four  or  five  places  by  the  beat. 
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I  did  not  see  where  any  furniture  was  burned,  I  suppose  it 
was  damaged  by  heat;  by  the  heat  affecting  the  coal  smoke 
which  settled  on  the  furniture.  The  heat  seemed  to  make  the 
smoke  oily.  Nothing  in  the  house  was  set  on  fire.  I  think 
fire  went  up  the  registers  by  the  way  the  wall  paper  looked 
and  the  mop  boards.  There  was  no  burning  other  than  the 
charring.  There  was  no  ignition  except  in  the  furnace.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  was  merely  heat  or  was  flame  in  the 
register.  At  the  close  of  the  plaintiff's  evidence  a  question 
was  propounded  to  him,  as  if  he  had  testified  the  chimney 
was  cracked,  when  he  said  he  supposed  that  only  the  paper 
on  the  chimney  was  cracked.  There  was  other  evidence,  fully 
corroborating  that  of  plaintiff,  that  the  fire  was  wholly  con- 
fined to  the  furnace  and  its  connections ;  that,  at  most^  heat 
radiated  therefrom  with  sufficient  intensity  to  slightly  char 
and  blister  mop  boards  and  paper  around  one  register;  and 
that  the  chimney  became  so  overheated  as  to  cause  the  paper 
on  the  outside  of  it  to  crack.  The  damage  was  wholly  by  the 
radiated  heat  and  there  was  no  burning  to  the  extent  of 
ijharring,  except  of  a  trifling  nature.  The  damage,  except  as 
to  such  trifling  character,  was  caused  by  oily  smoke  which 
escaped  from  the  furnace  and  its  connections  and  discolored 
paper  and  furniture.    That  is  the  way  I  read  the  record. 

Now  the  question  is  this:  Is  injury  to  the  finish  of  a 
building  by  the  radiation  of  heat  from  the  house-heating 
furnace  and  its  connections  and  escape  therefrom  of  smoke, 
caused  by  a  negligent  fire  in  the  furnace,  the  injury  being  to 
the  extent  of  some  slight  charring  and  blistering  of  woodwork 
and  paper  near  one  or  more  of  such  connections,  and  cracking 
of  paper  and  discoloration  thereof  and  of  furniture  by  the 
smoke,  "direct  damage  by  fire^"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
policy  ? 

In  solving  the  question  suggested,  other  than  to  show  ex- 
clusion of  the  particular  case  from  the  hazard  insured  against, 
it  seems  useless  to  refer  to  any  case  where  there  was  actual 
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fire,  ignitioD,  and  burning  followed  by  an  explosion,  or  explo- 
sion followed  by  fire,  or  fire  outBide  its  ordinary  place,  sucli. 
as  a  furnace  or  stove,  or  fire  causing  the  building  ignited,  or 
a  part  of  it,  to  fall  and  injure  another  building,  or  fire  caused 
entirely  outside  a  furnace  or  other  ordinary  and  proper  place, 
thereby  injuring  insured  property,  or  injury  to  one  part  of  a' 
building  from  accidental  fire  in  another  outside  of  an  or- 
dinary place  therefor. 

IRone  of  such  situations,  in  my  judgment,  have  any  bearing 
on  the  case  before  us,  and  if  used  to  show  liability  in  tlie  par- 
ticular instance,  only  tend  to  confuse. 

True,  where  there  is  a  fire  followed  by  an  explosion  causing 
loss,  the  damage  is  the  direct  though  not  the  nearest  cause  of 
the  loss.  If  it  is  the  direct  cause,  in  the  sense  of  the  result 
reaching  back  by  a  chain  of  causation  to  the  fire  as  the  effi- 
cient caus^  it  is  the  proximate  cause  in  the  sense  the  words 
of  the  insurance  contract  "direct  damage  by  fire"  are  used. 
That  is  illustrated  by  United  L.,  F.  &  U.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Foote, 
22  Ohio  St,  3iO,  and  similar  cases. 

Where  there  is  an  explosion  followed  by  a  fire,  the  latter, 
though  the  nearest,  is  not  the  direct^  in  the  sense  of  being  the 
proximate,  cause.  That  is  illustrated  by  Transatlantic  F. 
Ins.  Co.  V.  DoTsey,  56  Md.  70,  and  similar  cases.  In  such 
situations  as  the  former,  the  fire  and  damage  are  mere  inci- 
dents of  the  explosion ;  in  the  latter,  the  explosion  and  damage 
are  mere  incidents  of  the  fire.  But,  as  before  indicated, 
neither  situation,  nor  any  of  those  su^ested,  it  seems,  has 
any  similarly  to  a  case  of  damage  caused  by  an  excessive  and 
dangerous  radiation  of  heat  from  a  furnace  and  ita  connec- 
tions, and  escape  of  smoke  and  fire  caused  by  the  negligent 
placing  of  an  unusual  fire  therein,  such  damage  consisting  of 
some  trifling  diarring  of  a  part  of  a  structure,  adjacent  to 
some  of  such  connections,  and  discoloration  of  finishing  and 
furniture  by  smoke. 

Precedents  properly  used  are  helpfuL     Improperly  used 
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they  are  not.  They  may,  and  are  quite  likely  to,  be  the  very 
opposite.  If  each  case  was  decided  by  squaring  it^  as  near  as 
might  be,  with  some  particular  previously  decided  case,  or 
several  of  them,  unmindful  of  the  underlying  controlling 
principles,  with  the  humane  leanings  which  characterize 
judges,  as  well  as  others,  in  favor  of  the  weak  and  humble, 
and  perhaps  properly  in  cases  of  reasonable  doubt^  the  human 
inclmation  so  admirable,  would  be  liable  to  create  doubts  in 
the  mind  where  none  need  to  exist,  in  fact,  resulting  in  a  de- 
cision now  and  another  then,  and  again  another,  and  so  on 
<id  infimium,  each  on  some  more  or  less  extreme  view,  and  tlio 
unwritten  law  would  become  as  a  kaleidoscope,  presenting,  as 
handled,  an  endless  variety  of  situations  fitting,  apparently, 
with  most  delightful  similarity,  causes  as  they  arise,  leading 
to  results  entirely  out  of  harmony  with  that  definiteness  of 
rule  which  dignifies  the  law  as  a  science. 

So  it  seems  we  must  look  to  the  precedents,  many  of  which 
are  found  in  the  opinion,  not  to  see  what  is  indicated  in  any 
particular  case  under  particular  facts,  but  to  discover  the 
logical  basis  of  all — the  underlying  principle.  Having  dis- 
covered that  and  tied  firmly  to  it,  we  can  proceed  with  con- 
siderable certainty  to  a  correct  result.  Having  started  with 
the  basic  member  of  our  syllogism,  we  can  proceed  with 
logical  steps  to  an  inevitable  conclusion,  with  the  certainty  of 
true  logic. 

WTiat  is  the  basic  theory  of  the  cases  cited  in  the  court's 
opinion  ?  Though  it  seems  not  to  have  been  kept  clearly  in 
view  in  every  instance,  is  it  not  that,  the  term  of  the  policy 
in  question,  "direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire,"  excludes  fire  so 
long  as  it  is  confined  to  its  appropriate  place,  as  a  stove  or 
furnace,  and  contemplates  fire  as  a  producing  cause  existing 
outside  of  any  such  place.  It  is,  seemingly,  conceded  that 
those  words  do  not  mean  a  fire,  so  long  as  confined  in  its  ap- 
propriate place.  So  the  proximate  resulting  loss  must  refer 
to  a  proximate  cause  fire,  and  if,  following  back  from  the 
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f omLer,  we  must  reach  the  fire  in  the  stove  before  we  find  any 
fire  at  all,  how  can  we  well  say  that  the  loss  was  proximately 
<^used  by  fire  ?    What  is  the  logic  of  the  numerous  explosion 
cases  cited  in  the  court's  opinion  ?     Is  it  not  this  ?    If  fol- 
lowing back,  step  by  step,  from  the  injury  we  reach  the  explo- 
sion as  a  mere  link  in  a  chain,  starting  with  a  fire  which,  had 
it  immediately  caused  the  loss,  would  be  within  the  field 
covered  by  the  policy,  that  there  is  responsibility  of  the 
insurer;  if,  on  the  other  hand,  in  tracing  back  to  the  real 
origin  of  the  loss,  we  pass  the  fire  and  reach  the  explosion  as 
a  producing  cause,  which  is  not.  within  the  risk  covered,  then 
the  fire  is  a  mere  incident  or  link  in  the  chain  of  causation, 
terminating  with  tlie  explosion  as  the  proximate  cause  of  the 
disturbance ;  of  the  injury  itself  at  the  other  end  of  the  chain. 
In  substantially  every  one  of  the  cases  cited,  and  a  multitude 
that  might  be  referred  to,  the  proximate  cause  was  fire  of  a 
responsible  character,  as  regards  the  insurance  risks ;  not  fire 
in  a  stove  or  a  furnace,  tliough,  in  many,  there  was  a  chain  of 
disturbances  reaching  therefrom  to  the  disaster,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  fire  in  Ermentrout  v.  Girard  F.  &  M,  Ins,  Co.  63  Minn. 
305,   65  N.  W.  635.     In  this  case  there  was  a  fire  in  a 
building  of  a  character,  within  the  terms  of  the  iusurance 
policy,  which  so  destroyed  the  building  as  to  cause  a  wall 
thereof  to  fall  and  injure  the  adjacent  insured  building. 
Had  the  fire  been  wholly  in  a  furnace,  resulting  in  such  over- 
heating and  such  radiation  of  heat  as  to  cause  the  wall  to  fall, 
carrying  down  in  part  the  adjacent  building,  I  apprehend  no 
one  would  seriously  have  thought  the  loss  was  covered  by  the 
policy,  because  in  tracing  the  result  back  to  find  the  proxi- 
mate cause,  it  would  not  have  been  found  to  be  within  the 
policy.    With  few  exceptions,  that  test  could  safely  be  applied 
to  all  the  cases.     It  follows  the  logic  of  Austin  v.  Drew, 
4  Camp.  360,  which,  in  my  judgment,  has  never  been  criti- 
cised except  as  it  has  been  misunderstood.    It  did  not  go  on 
the  mere  fact  that  the  fire  was  a  usual  and  so  "a  friendly 
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fire,"  but  upon  the  ground  that  the  fire  was  in  its  proper  place 
and  all  the  results  were  mere  incidents  thereof,  i.  e.  the 
proximate  cause  was  the  fire  in  the  stove  because  there  was 
no  fire  elsewhere. 

As  so  much  is  said  about  Austin  v.  Drew,  it  may  be  well  to 
show  just  what  the  facts  and  the  decision  were.  There  was 
an  overheated  stove^  caused  by  negligent  mismanagement  of 
it,  as  in  this  case.  It  matters  not  that  the  mismanagement 
there  was  in  producing  overheating  and  causing  smoke,  heat, 
and  sparks  to  escape  into  the  building,  but  without  producing 
any  fire  outside  of  the  stove  or  its  connections,  by  failure  to 
properly  manipulate  the  register,  and  that  substantially  the 
same  results  were  produced  here  by  mismanagement  of  the 
fire  itself.  The  court  now  puts  some  stress  on  the  fact  that 
GiBBS,  C.  J.,  said,  in  the  opening  part  of  the  opinion,  that 
the  fire  itself  was  not  unusuaL  But  that  is  not  the  gist  of  the 
decision.  It  is  that  nothing  outside  the  stove  was,  by  fire- 
outside  thereof  or  otherwise,  consumed.  This  language  was 
used:  "Nothing  was  consumed  by  fire.  The  plaintiff's  loss 
arose  from  the  negligent  management  of  the  machinery^' 
(referring  to  the  connections  of  the  stove).  "While  the  judge 
was  pronouncing  his  opinion  he  was  thus  interrupted  by  a 
juryman : 

"If  my  servant  by  negligence  sets  my  house  afire,  and  it 
is  burnt  down,  I  expect,  my  Lord,  to  be  paid  by  the  insurance 
office,"  etc 

To  which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  replied: 

"And  so  you  would,  sir;  but  then  there  would  be  a  fire, 
whereas  here  there  has  been  none.  If  there  is  a  fire,  it  is  no 
answer  that  it  was  occasioned  by  the  negligence  or  misconduct 
of  servants ;  but  in  this  case  there  was  no  fire  except  in  the 
stove  and  the  fine,  as  there  ought  to  have  been,  and  the  loss 
was  occasioned  by  the  confinement  of  heat  Had  the  fire  been 
brought  out  of  the  fine,  and  anything  had  been  burnt,  the 
company  would  have  been  liable.  ..." 
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Thus  it  will  he  seen  that  the  real  gist  of  the  decision  is  in 
the  language,  "Had  the  fire  been  brought  out  of  the  flue  and 
anything  had  been  bumt^  the  company  would  have  been 
liable."  The  logic  of  that  is  this:  Then  there  would  have 
been  a  fire  within  the  calls  of  the  policy,  which  would  be 
referred  to  as  the  proximate  cause  of  the  loss.  To  that  extent 
the  doctrine  of  that  case  has  not  been  criticised  in  any  well 
considered  opinion,  or  by  any  text-writer  understandingly. 

It  should  be  noted  that,  in  Atistin  v.  Drew,  actual  ignition 
outside  the  stove  was  not  made  a  condition  precedent  to  a 
recovery,  but  fire  outside  was  made  such  condition*  There 
might  be  fire  outside  and  burning,  in  the  most  restricted 
sense  of  the  term,  without  ignition,  and  the  policy  would  be 
satisfied;  but,  in  case  of  burning  without  any  fire  outside, 
burning  to  the  extent  of  mere  charring  produced  by  radiated 
heat  from  the  surface  of  the  stove  and  its  connections,  then 
the  policy  would  not  be  satisfied.  Where  the  attempt  has 
been  made  to  extend  the  Drew  Case  so  as  to  call  for  fire  ovi- 
side  the  stove  and  actual  igmtion,  it  has  been  generally,  and 
properly,  unsuccessful.  If  it  has  ever  been  criticised  or  lim- 
ited so  as  to  allow  a  recovery  where  there  was  no  fire  outside 
the  stove  or  furnace,  and  no  burning,  othenvise  than  a  little 
charring  and  discoloration  by  radiated  heat  from  a  stove  and 
its  connections,  or  to  allow  a  trifling  injury  of  that  kind  to 
draw  to  it  and  include  a  far  greater  damage,  caused  by  mere 
heating,  without  burning  in  any  sense,  and  damage  from 
smoke,  caused  by  fire  inside  the  stove,  I  have  been  unable  to 
discover  it^  and  the  court  has  not  been  any  more  successful,. 
as  indicated  by  the  cases  relied  on. 

Joyce  on  Insurance,  at  sec.  2796,  citing  numerous  au- 
thorities, adopts  the  rule  of  Austin  v.  Drew,  as  I  have  ex- 
plained it,  as  regards  all  damages  caused  by  overheating  and 
smoke  produced  wholly  by  fire,  whether  negligently  handled 
or  not^  in  a  place  where  it  may  properly  be. 

In  1  Wood  on  Fire  Insurance  (2d  ed.)  sec  103,  Austin  v^ 
Vol.  140  —  26 
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Drew  is  referred  to,  as  to  all  such  injuries  as  we  hav#  in  tliis 
case;  this  language  being  used: 

*'In  order  to  bring  such  consequences  within  the  risk,  there 
must  be  actual  ignition  outside  of  the  agencies  employed,  not 
purposely  caused  by  the  assured,  and  these,  as  a  consequence 
of  such  ignition,  dehors  the  agencies.'^ 

It  should  be  noted  that  while  Mr.  Wood  says  there  must 
be  actual  ignition  outside  of  the  usual  agoicies^  he  does  not^ 
necessarily,  and  I  think  does  not  in  f  act^  mean  ignition  of  the 
insured  property.  He  means  no  more  than  that  there  must 
be  actual  fire  outside  of  such  agencies,  and  that  such  fire  must 
proximately  cause  the  loss. 

2  May  on  Insurance  (4th  ed«)  §  402,  inferentially  criti- 
cises the  text  in  Wood  upon  the  theory  that  it  is  to  the  effect 
that  actual  ignition  of  property  insured  is  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  a  recovery,  in  a  case  of  this  sort,  and  argues,  from 
authority,  that  damage  by  fire  is  within  tihe  terms  of  an  in- 
surance policy  containing  language  similar  to  the  one  before 
us,  although  there  is  no  ignition  of  any  property  covered  by 
the  policy,  illustrating  by  cases  of  actual  fire  which  would  be 
within  the  risk  in  case  of  its  immediately  causing  the  damage, 
and  proximately  did  cause  it  without  combustion  of  any  part 
of  it,  as  where  a  fire  originated  outside  a  theater,  heated  its 
walls,  and  set  them  on  fire.  Sohier  v.  Norwich  F.  Ins,  Co. 
11  Allen,  336.  Damage  by  fire  originating  in  the  theater 
was  excepted  from  the  policy.  As  we  may  well  say,  fire  origi- 
nating and  kept  in  the  house  furnace  was,  by  necessary  im- 
plication, excepted  from  the  policy  here.  It  was  because 
there  was  fire  outside  the  excepted  zone,  which  readied  the 
theater  and  caused  the  damage,  that  the  recoveiy  was  allowed. 
Such  illustrations,  instead  of  condemning,  rather  support  the 
text  in  Wood  as  to  the  scope  of  Austin  v.  Drew,  properly 
understood. 

In  Scripture  v.  Lowell  Mut.  F.  Ins.  Co.  10  Cush.  358, 
many  of  the  erroneous  notions  of  the  scope  of  Austin  v.  Drew, 
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which  have  misled  text-writers  and  courts,  are  referred  to.  It 
is  shown  that  some  have  supposed  the  decision  went  upon  the 
ground  of  carelessness  of  servants ;  others  that  it  went  upon 
the  ground  of  damage  to  things  in  process  of  manufacture  by 
means  of  the  fire  in  the  stove;  and  others  that  it  went  on  the 
ground  of  there  having  been  no  ignition  of  any  property 
covered  by  insurance.  Cushing,  J.,  after  repudiating  all  of 
suoh  notions  as  illegitimate,  stated  what  was  decided,  as  con- 
fined to  the  facts,  but  plainly  pointed  out  the  real  rule  of  the 
case  by  saying: 

"If,  in  Austin  v.  Drew,  the  fire  had  been  where  it  ought 
not  to  be,  if,  even  with  careless  management,  it  had  burned 
the  building,  •  •  .  the  insurers  would  have  been  held  to  be 
liable  for  the  loss." 

In  other  words,  if  the  fire  had  escaped  from  the  stove  and 
anything  had  thereby  been  bvmed  the  loss  would  have  been 
recoverable. 

That  is  in  harmony  with  the  following:  Babcoch  v.  Mont- 
gomery Co.  Mvi.  Ins.  Co.  6  Barb.  637 ;  Oibbons  v.  German 
Ins.  dc  Sav.  Inst.  30  HI.  App.  263,  266 ;  Western  W.  M,  Co. 
V.  Northern  Assur.  Co.  139  Fed.  637;  Cannon  v.  PJuxnix 
Ins.  Co.  110  Ga,  563,  35  S.  E.  775 ;  Samuels  v.  Continental 
Ins.  Co.  2  Pa.  Dist  Rep.  397. 

The  text  in  Wood  on  Insurance,  in  the  sense  intended,  has 
been  many  times  sanctioned*  The  following  language  of  the 
court  in  American  T.  Co.  v.  German  F.  Ins.  Co.  74  Mi  25, 
21  AtL  553,  is  a  good  illustration: 

''If  a  person  has  his  house  insured  against  all  loss  or 
damage  by  fire,  and  he  should  make  a  fire  in  his  grate  or  fire- 
place of  such  intense  heat  as  to  crack  his  chimney,  or  to  warp 
or  crack  his  mantlepieces,  it  could  hardly  be  contended  that 
he  should  hold  the  insurance  company  liable  for  such  damage, 
though  the  damage  was  unintentionally  allowed  to  be  pro- 
duced by  the  action  of  fire.  In  such  case  the  fire  would  not 
have  been  extended  beyond  the  proper  limits  within  which  it 
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was  intended  to  bum ;  but  the  heat  emitted  therefrom  would 
have  produced  effects  not  intended  by  the  insured. 

"No  doubt  there  are  many  instances  where  the  insurer  has 
been  held  liable  for  injury  done  to  buildings  and  furniture 
by  heat  or  smoke,  vnthout  actual  ignition,  where  the  heat  or 
smoke  has  proceeded  from  fire  outside  of  and  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  place  where  it  was  intended,  by  the  contract  of 
insurance,  to  bum.     But  that  is  a  different  question.  .  .  .  '^ 

That  Mr.  Wood  did  not  intend  that  there  must^  necessarily, 
be  ignition  of  the  property  insured  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  a  recovery,  but  only  that  there  must  be  a  fire  at  least  out- 
side its  proper  place,  and  cause  the  damage,  proximately, 
either  by  diarring  or  smoking  or  unduly  heating  with  or 
without  ignition,  of  tie  property  insured,  or  ignition  of  some 
other  property  and  proximately  reaching  and  damaging  the 
property  insured  by  ignition  or  otherwise,  is  evidenced  by 
the  following  language  of  sec.  104: 

"There  must  be  an  accident  by  fire  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  a  claim.  By  this  it  is  not  meant  that  the  property  itself 
must  have  been  on  fire,  but  that  there  must  have. been  either 
an  ignition  of  the  property  itself,  or  of  other  substances  or 
property  nearby  to  it>  which  was  the  proximate  cause  of  the 
loss.  Fire  [that  is,  as  applied  to  the  facts  of  this  case,  fir© 
outside  of  the  furnace]  must  have  been  the  proximate  cause 
of  the  loss.  This  rule  does  not  require  that  the  property  itr 
self  should  have  been  burned  by  the  fire  or  even  injured  di- 
rectly by  the  fire  at  all,  but  simply  that  the  fire  must  hare 
been  the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury." 

That  is,  as  applied  to  this  case,  fire,  having  an  identity  as 
such,  and  which  could  be  pointed  to  as  a  proximate  cause^ 
outside  of  the  furnace  must  cause  the  loss. 

Mere  charring  does  not  require  fire  in  the  thing  charred  or 
direct  application  of  fire.  It  is  caused  by  fire,  but  not,  neces- 
sarily, by  fire  outside  its  proper  place,  satisfying  the  calls  of 
the  policy.  Such  a  fire  requires  luminosity  outside  its  proper 
place.  Western  W.  M.  Co.  v.  Northern  Assur.  Co.  139  Fed. 
637.    Without  that  there  may  be  charring  by  radiated  heat 
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from  some  luminous  substance  inside  its  proper  place  as  in 
this  case. 

I  must  not  pass  the  suggestion  of  the  court  that  Cush- 
iNQ,  jr.,  in  Scripture  v.  Lowell  Mut  F.  Ins,  Co.  10  Cush.  356, 
stated  that  the  logic  of  Austin  v.  Drew,  4  Camp.  360,  is  that 
the  fire  in  question  was  an  ordinary  fire.  I  do  not  so  read 
Justice  Cushing's  language,  as  I  have  before  indicated,  but 
rather  that  the  learned  Massachusetts  court,  in  addition  to 
limiting  the  decision  to  precise  facts,  damage  to  things  in 
the  process  of  manufacture  by  a  negligently  managed  fire  in 
its  proper  place,  said,  as  plainly,  it  seems,  as  need  be,  that  the 
gist  of  the  decision  is,  that  there  was  no  fire  at  all  outside  its 
proper  place. 

In  Way  v.  Ahvngton  Mut.  F.  Ins.  Co.  166  Mass.  67,  43 
N.  E.  1032,  there  was  a  fire  started  in  a  chinmey,  causing  the 
lining  thereof  to  fall,  and  soot  and  smoke  to  escape  and  dam- 
age the  insured  property.  I  assume  my  brethren  relied  much 
on  that  It  is,  however,  in  perfect  harmony  with  Austin  v. 
Drew,  and  also  with  Cannon  v.  Phoenix  Ins.  Co.  110  Ga.  663, 
35  S.  E.  775,  conceded,  as  I  understand  it,  to  be  against  the 
eonclusion  here  and  in  harmony  with  all  that  I  have  said. 
The  Massachusetts  case  went  upon  the  ground  that  the  chim- 
ney was  no  proper  place  for  a  fire;  that  when  it  started  it  was 
an  independent  cause,  one  separate  and  distinct  from  the  fire 
in  the  stove,  and  outside  the  proper  place  for  a  fire  and  so  was 
within  the  risk  insured  against ;  that  the  ignition  within  the 
chinmey  being  a  sufficient  fire  to  satisfy  the  calls  of  the 
policy,  no  ignition  outside  thereof  was  necessary  to  a  recov- 
ery. Austin  V.  Drew  was  approved  and  followed.  The  court 
seemed  to  appreciate  that  it  was  going  a  great  way  to  include 
fire  in  a  chimney,  incidental  to  a  fire  in  a  stove,  within  the 
meaning  of  "fire"  as  used  in  a  policy  of  insurance,  yet  was 
careful  to  dignify  it  as  a  fire  separate  and  distinct  from  that 
in  the  stove,  before  concluding  that  there  could  be  a  recovery. 
"We  are  inclined  to  the  opinion,"  said  the  court,  "that  a  dis- 
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tinction  should  be  made  between  a  fire  intentionally  lighted 
and  intended  for  a  useful  purpose  in  connection  with  the  oc- 
cupation of  a  building,  and  a  fire  which  starts  withoat  human 
agency  in  a  place  where  fires  are  never  lighted  nor  main- 
tained." 

I  am  unable  to  discover  any  authority  cited  whidi  oomes 
as  near  supporting  the  decision  from  which  I  dissent  as  the 
one  just  referred  to.  That,  however,  as  is  the  case  with  all 
others,  clearly  involved  actual  fire  within  the  calls  of  the  pol- 
icy, which  immediately  and  proximately,  or  the  latter,  caused 
the  damage. 

In  closing  I  wiU  notice  that  the  fire  in  question  is  referred 
to  as  "unusual,"  as  if  that  took  the  case  out  of  Austin  r.  Drew, 
That  theory  was  repudiated  in  Scripture  v,  Lou^U  Mui,  F. 
Ins.  Co,,  supra,  recognized  here  and  by  most  text-writers  and 
courts  as  having  stated  clearly  the  gist  of  Austin  v.  Drew,  and 
fenced  out  the  numerous  erroneous  theories  indulged  in  by 
some,  as  a  basis  for  criticism,  or  decisions  one  way  or  the 
other,  according  to  circumstances.  The  fire  is  also  referred 
to  as  a  "hostile  fire,"  adopting  language  coined  by  the  Massa- 
chusetts court  in  Way  v.  Ahington  Mui.  F.  Ins,  Co,,  supra,  as 
if,  within  the  doctrine  of  that  case,  a  fire  built  in  a  furnace 
and  confined  thereto  may  become  a  "hostile  fire"  merely  by 
becoming  uselessly  and  negligently  too  large.  The  term  "hos- 
tile fire"  is  misapplied,  it  seems,  hera  It  was  used  by  the 
Massachusetts  court  as  an  appropriate  characterization  of  a 
fire  started  accidentally  in  a  place  not  designed  for  that  pur- 
pose. Obviously,  if  in  that  case  the  fire  had  been  started  by 
the  assured  in  the  chimney,  it  would  not  have  been  called  a 
'liostile  fire,"  and  within  the  calls  of  the  policr^,  merely  be- 
cause it  became  unexpectedly  large  and  destructive.  It  was 
suggested  in  the  opinion  that  had  the  fire  been  set  in  the  chim- 
ney it  would  not  have  been  what  was  denominated  a  'liostilc 
fire." 

The   importance   of  the  subject  treated   justifies,   it   is 
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thought,  the  length  of  this  opinion.  If  I  am  right  in  the 
idea  that  the  court  has  gone  beyond  any  substantial  support  in 
the  books,  especially  in  allowing  the  recovery  for  damages 
wholly  caused  by  radiated  heat,  without  even  charring,  and 
by  smoke,  what  I  have  written  may  be  helpful  when  the  ques- 
tion shall  again  be  presented. 

The  opinion  written  for  the  court,  doubtless,  supports  the 
decision  rendered  as  fully  as  it  can  well  be  done.  It  states 
clearly  the  court's  position  that  radiated  heat  and  smoke  from 
a  fire,  wholly  confined  to  a  furnace  in  which  the  fire  is  made 
for  an  ordinary  purpose,  causing  charring  of  house  finish  and 
discoloration  of  woodwork  and  furniture,  is  within  the  calls 
of  the  standard  policy  of  this  state  for  a  remediable  loss  di- 
rectly caused  %y  fire.'' 

In  my  opinion,  the  judgment  should  be  reversed,  and  the 
cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial,  or  for  judgment  for  the  de- 
fendant It  ha3  not  been  necessary  to  study,  the  case  care- 
fully to  discover  which  of  the  alternatives  is  the  ri^t  one. 


MoifTUBE^  Bespondent,  vs.  Bsoloto  and  another,  Appellants. 

October  5 — October  t€,  1909. 

8aJes:  Pleading  construed:  Special  verdict:  Evidence  of  market  value: 
Appeal:  Errors  affecting  substantial  rights, 

1.  The  complaint  alleged  that  the  defendant  was  Indebted  to  the 
plaintiff  for  thirty-fonr  loads  of  gravel  "hauled  and  delivered*^ 
at  12.50  per  load  "for  hauling  the  same."  The  answer  admitted 
this,  but  averred  that  the  agreed  price  was  |2  per  load.  At  the 
trial  the  complaint  was  amended  so  as  to  claim  what  the  gravel 
was  reasonably  worth  per  load.  The  court  construed  the  com- 
plaint, taken  with  the  answer  and  the  evidence,  to  present  a 
case  for  the  recovery  of  the  reasonable  market  value  of  the 
gravel  sold  and  delivered  by  the  load,  and  not  an  action  on  con- 
tract for  services  performed.    Held,  that  there  was  sufficient 
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duplicity  In  the  pleadings  to  make  this  construction  admissible 
and  conclusive  on  the  parties  on  appeal. 

2.  Under  such  pleadings,  questions  submitted  for  special  verdict 

asking  whether  there  was  an  express  agreement  for  $2  per  load, 
and,  if  not,  what  was  the  reasonable  value  per  load,  sufficiently 
cevered  the  issues. 

3.  To  establish  the  market  value  of  gravel  sold  and  delivered  by 

the  load  to  the  defendant,  plaintiff  introduced  evidence  as  to 
what  other  persons  had  paid  him  per  load  and  of  the  compara- 
tive size  of  the  loads.  Held,  that  such  evidence  was  incompe- 
tent because  going  farther  than  general  evidence  of  sales  and 
tending  to  prove  the  terms  of  specific  contracts  with  other  per- 
sons; but,  its  introduction  having  been  permitted,  it  was  error 
to  exclude  testimony,  offered  by  defendant  in  rebuttal  thereof, 
that  as  to  some  of  such  sales  the  amount  paid  was  less  thai^ 
plaintiff's  evidence  showed,  and  that  the  loads  delivered  to  de- 
fendant were  smaller  than  those  delivered  to  the  other  persons. 

4.  Where  erroneous  rulings  on  evidence  vitally  affect  the  whole 

amount  in  controversy  the  Judgment  cannot  be  affirmed  under 
ch.  192,  Laws  of  1909.  on  the  ground  that  the  substantial  rights 
of  the  appellant  are  not  affected,  although  the  actual  difference 
t  between  the  parties  will  not  cover  the  cost  of  a  new  trial;  nor 
can  the  appeal  be  dismissed  or  the  Judgment  be  affirmed  under 
the  rule  de  minimis  non  curat  lex,  so  long  as  the  parties  have 
the  right  of  appeal  regardless  of  the  amount  Involved. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Shawano 
county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Eberlem  Ji  Eber- 
lein,  and  oral  argument  by  M,  0,  Eberleiru 

P.  J.  Winter,  for  the  respondent 

Timlin,  J.  The  complaint  averred  that  the  defendants 
"W&re  indebted  to  the  plaintilBf  upon  an  account  for  thirty-four 
loads  of  gravel  hauled  and  delivered  by  the  plaintiff  to  de- 
fendants at  request  of  the  latter  for  the  agreed  price  of  $2.50 
per  load.  The  answer  admitted  this,  but  averred  the  price 
agreed  upon  was  $2  per  load  and  was  all  paid  except  $38. 
Upon  the  trial  the  complaint  was  amended  so  as  to  claim  to 
recover  what  the  gravel  was  reasonably  worth  per  load  instead 
of  an  agreed  price.     By  special  verdict  the  jury  negatived  the 
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•daim  of  defendants  that  there  was  a  price  fixed  by  contract, 
but  found  that  the  reasonable  value  of  the  gravel  delivered 
was  $3  per  load.  For  the  amount  thus  arrived  at,  less  con- 
-ceded  payments,  the  plaintiff  had  judgment  and  the  defend- 
ants  appealed. 

It  might,  not  unreasonably,  be  supposed  that  in  su(di  a  case 
the  parties  would  be  content  with  two  trials — one  in  the  jus- 
tice's court  and  one  in  the  circuit  courts  But  in  this  state 
a  party  to  any  such  controversy,  without  regard  to  the  amount 
involved  and  without  inquiry  into  his  discretion  or  his  mo- 
tives, may  gratify  his  yearning  for  justice  or  for  litigation  by 
appeal  to  this  court,  and  receive  the  same  careful  considera- 
tion accorded  to  other  litigants 

It  must  be  obvious  from  the  above  statement  of  the  plead- 
ings that  the  only  question  at  issue  between  the  plaintiff  and 
defendants  was  whether  there  was  an  agreement  that  the 
gravel  be  delivered  at  $2  per  load  or  at  its  market  or  reason- 
able value,  and,  if  the  latter,  what  was  the  market  value.  It 
appeared  from  the  testimony  of  appellants  that  they  pur- 
chased this  gravel  by  the  load,  receiving  these  loads  from  time 
to  time  until  about  September  12th,  when  one  of  the  defend- 
ants asked  the  plaintiff  if  he  was  going  to  charge  $3  per  load. 
The  plaintiff  said  "Yes,"  whereupon  he  was  notified  not  to 
haul  any  more  and  no  more  was  hauled. 

Appellants'  counsel  contends  that  in  the  trial  of  this  simple 
question  ten  reversible  errors  occurrefd  in  the  court  below. 
The  first  is  because  judgment  was  not  directed  for  defendants. 
But  judgments  are  not  usually  directed'  for  defendants  who 
by  their  answer  admit  liability  to  the  plaintiff,  as  in  this 
case.  It  is  contended  that  the  action  is  upon  a  contract  for 
services  performed  and  not  a  contract  for  sale  of  gravel  by  the 
load,  and  that  there  is  no  proof  of  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
services  performed.  But  the  proposition  that  the  contract  is 
one  for  services  rests  upon  the  words  of  the  complaint^ 
'tauled  and  delivered,"  used  instead  of  the  customary  words, 
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"sold  and  delivered,"  and  upon  the  words  "$2.50  per  load 
for  hauling  the  same."  The  circuit  court  construed  the  com- 
plaint, taken  with  the  answer  and  the  evidence,  to  present  a 
case  for  the  recovery  of  the  reasonable  market  value  of  gravel 
sold  and  delivered  by  the  load,  and  there  is  sufficient  duplicity 
in  the  pleading  to  make  this  construction  admissible  and  con- 
clusive on  the  parties  on  this  appeal.  All  alleged  errors 
bottomed  upon  this  theory  must  fail.  The  special  verdict  is 
said  to  be  defective  and  insufficient,  but  by  that  verdict  the 
jury  were  asked  whether  there  was  an  express  agreement  for 
$2  per  load,  and,  if  not,  what  was  the  reasonable  value  per 
load.  This  covered  the  issues  precisely,  and  the  court  was 
justified  in  refusing  to  submit  any  other  questions^ 

It  is  next  claimed  that  the  court  erred  in  receiving  evidence 
offered  by  the  plaintiff  and  in  rejecting  evidence  offered  by 
the  defendants.  The  plaintiff  was  asked  what  was  the  market 
value  of  gravel,  and  what  was  it  reasonably  worth  per  load 
delivered  in  the  city  of  Shawano,  and  he  answered  $3  per 
load.  After  cross-examination  the  plaintiff's  attorney  did  not 
seem  satisfied  with  this,  and  inquired  further  on  redirect  ex- 
amination: "Q,  You  hauled  gravel  to  different  people  in 
Shawano?  A,  Yes.  Q.  What  had  you  received  per  load  for 
gravel  ? "  This  was  objected  to,  the  objection  overruled,  and 
the  defendants  excepted.  The  plaintiff  answered,  "$3."  He 
was  then  asked  whether  these  loads  were  of  the  same  size  as 
those  hauled  for  defendants,  and  against  objection  and  excep- 
tion he  answered  "Yes." 

This  testimony  received,  if  not  incompetent^  borders  doedy 
upon  incompetency.  If  it  can  be  considered  proof  of  market 
value  by  the  general  or  prevailing  price  obtaining  at- Shawano 
for  this  commodity  it  would  be  proper ;  but  if  it  can  be  con- 
sidered an  attempt  to  prove  the  terms  of  specific  contracts 
with  other  persons  it  would  be  incompetent  The  plaintiff" 
afterward  called  several  parsons  to  ahow  what  ihej  w^e 
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paying  him  per  load  for  gravel  in  Shawano  and  about  the 
time  in  question.  When  the  defendants  put  in  their  proof 
they  offered  to  show  by  a  witness  on  the  stand  that  as  to  some 
of  these  persons  the  plaintiff  was  not  receiving  $3  per  load 
for  the  gravel  delivered,  and  also  offered  evidence  tending  to 
show  that  the  loads  of  gravel  delivered  by  the  plaintiff  to 
defendants  contained  much  less  than  two  cubic  yards  per  load, 
that  gravtel  was  worth  in  Shawano  only  $1.25  per  cubic  yard, 
and  the  loads  delivered  by  plaintiff  to  defendants  were  small 
loads,  smaller  than  those  delivered  to  other  persons.  This 
testimony  was  rejected,  the  view  of  the  trial  court  apparently 
being  that  the  testimony  offered  by  plaintiff  was  merely 
general  and  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  market  price, 
while  that  offered  by  defendants  was  specific  and  related  to 
particular  contracts,  and  that  the  contents  in  cubic  yards  or 
cubic  feet  of  a  load  could  not  be  proven  as  bearing  upon  the 
market  price  because  there  was  no  objection  made  to  the  size 
of  loads  at  the  time  the  defendants  received  them,  while  de- 
fendants' pleadings  admitted  a  purchase  by  the  load.  The 
learned  circuit  judge  was  probably  in  error,  not  in  his  ruling 
oa  the  evidence  had  it  been  as  he  understood  it,  but  the  evi- 
dence goes  farther  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  than  general 
evideiice  of  sales,  and  the  evidence  offered  by  defendants  and 
rejected  tended  to  contradict  the  statement  of  the  plaintiff 
that  he  was  receiving  $3  per  load  from  a  person  designated 
by  him,  and  to  prove  that  the  loads  delivered  by  plaintiff  to 
defendants  were  small  loads  and  consequently  worth  less  than 
$3  per  load.  The  plaintiff  in  proving  the  market  or  reason- 
able value  per  load  offered  evidence  of  the  comparative  size 
of  the  loads  delivered.  Evidence  on  the  part  of  the  defend- 
ants to  show  a  less  quantity  in  a  load  and  to  show  discrepancy 
between  sizes  of  loads  delivered  to  defendants  and  those  de- 
livered  to  other  per8<ms  from  whom  plaintiff  was  receiving  $3 
per  load  was  competcmt  and  should  have  been  received^  not  in 
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support  of  defendants'  answer,  but  in  rebuttal  of  plaintiffs 
evidence  on  this  same  subjects  There  was  therefore  error  as 
assigned  in  the  admission  and  rejection  of  evidence. 

We  are  required  by  ch.  192,  Laws  of  1909,  to  affirm  the 
judgment  of  the  court  below  notwithstanding  these  errors, 
unless  in  our  opinion,  after  an  examination  of  the  entire  ac- 
tion or  proceeding,  it  shall  appear  that  the  error  complained 
of  has  affected  the  substantial  rights  of  the  appellants.  The 
actual  difference  between  appellants  and  respondent  is  fifty 
<»nts  per  load  on  thirty-four  loads  of  gravel,  or  $17,  because 
the  $3  per  load  which,  the  jury  found  to  be  the  reasonable 
value  included  fifty  cents  per  load  to  be  paid  by  tie  re- 
spondent to  the  owners  of  the  gravel  pit^  while  the  $2  per 
load  claimed  by  defendants  in  their  answer  excluded  fifty 
oents  per  load  to  be  paid  by  appellants  to  the  owners  of  the 
gravel  pit.  Doubtless  the  whole  difference  of  $17  will  not 
cover  the  cost  of  a  new  trial ;  but^  as  the  evidence  erroneously 
admitted  and  erroneously  excluded  vitally  affects  the  whole 
amount  in  controversy  between  the  parties,  we  cannot  say 
that  the  substantial  rights  of  the  appellants  were  not  affected, 
nor  can  we  dismiss  the  appeal  or  affirm  the  judgment  by 
application  of  the  maxim  de  minimis  non  curat  lex,  so  long 
as  the  parties  have  a  right  in  the  law  to  appeal  to  this  court 
on  the  ground  of  error  in  an  action  at  law  regardless  of  the 
amount  involved. 

We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  instructions  to  the  jury, 
nor  in  the  form  of  the  special  verdict,  nor  in  any  other  ques- 
tion properly  before  this  court  for  review.  But  for  error  in 
the  admission  and  exclusion  of  evidence  the  judgment  must 
be  reversed.  Kelley  v.  Schupp,  60  Wis.  76,  18  N.  W.  725 ; 
Jones,  Ev.  §  140,  and  cases  cited. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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Seesing^  Bespondent^  vs.  J^lagk,  imp.,  Appellant 

October  5 — Octoher  26,  1909. 

Corporations:  Dissolution:  Refusal  of  directors  to  settle  affairs: 
Winding-up  action  by  stockholder:  Pleading:  Joinder  of  causes 
of  action:  Rights  of  creditors, 

1.  Where  the  directors  of  a  dissolved  corporation  have  wholly  failed 

and  refused  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  by  sec.  1764,  Stats. 
(1898),  to  settle  Its  afPalrs  and  distribute  its  assets,  thus  de- 
priving a  stockholder  of  his  share  of  the  assets  and  correspond- 
ingly enriching  themselves,  the  stockholder  may  maintain  an 
action  in  equity  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  and 
for  the  appointment  of  a  receiver  to  perform  the  functions  which 
the  directors  have  refused  to  perform. 

2.  In  such  an  action  there  was  no  impropriety  in  alleging  that  plaint- 

iff was  also  a  creditor  of  the  corporation  and  in  setting  forth 
a  fairly  complete  history  of  its  condition  and  affairs. 

3.  Although  the  prayer  of  the  complaint  in  such  an  action  might  be 

considered  as  asking  for  relief  which  could  not  be  granted 
therein,  viz.,  a  money  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff  as  a  cred- 
itor and  a  like  Judgment  in  favor  of  the  corporation  against  its 
officers,  yet  it  might  also  be  construed  as  asking  merely  that 
the  claims  so  involved  be  duly  paid  or  enforced  by  the  receiver, 
and,  so  construed,  the  complaint  states  but  a  single  cause  of 
action. 

4.  The  mere  fact  that  unnecessary  or  even  improper  relief  Is  prayed 

for  does  not  show  that  more  than  one  cause  of  action  is  stated. 
[5.  Whether  a  creditor  other  than  a  judgment  creditor  may  maintain 
an  action  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  a  corporation  dissolved  by 
operation  of  law,  not  determined.] 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  ShaT^ano 
county :  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  overruling  a  demurrer  to  a 
complaint. 

The  complaint  set  forth  that  Black  Brothers  Company  was 
a  domestic  corporation  organized  in  June,  1906,  with  an 
authorized  capital  of  $30,000,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
a  mercantile  business,  and  that  $21,000  in  capital  stock  was 
issued,   of  which   the  plaintiff  held   $7,000,   John  Black 
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$6,900,  Mary  Black,  his  wife,  $100,  Joseph  Black  $6,900, 
and  Nellie  Black,  his  daughter,  $100 ;  that  each  of  the  stock- 
holders was  a  director  in  the  corporation;  that  John  Black 
was  president  and  Joseph  Black  was  secretary  and  treasureir, 
and  that  plaintiff  was  vice-president  thereof;  that  on  October 
22,  1906,  said  corporation  sold  all  of  its  property  except  book 
accounts  owing  to  it  and  has  transacted  no  business  since  said 
date ;  that  said  corporation  failed  to  make  the  report  required 
by  sec.  1774a,  Stats.  (Supp.  1906;  Laws  of  1906,  ch.  507, 
sec.  5),  showing  the  condition  of  its  business  on  January 

1,  1907,  and  that,  by  appropriate  proceedings  had  in  pursu- 
ance of  such  statute,  its  franchise  was  forfeited  on  January 

2,  1908,  at  which  time  it  was  dissolved  by  operation  of  law; 
that  at  the  time  of  such  dissolution  there  was  due  and  owing 
to  such  corporation  on  account  from  the  defendant  Joseph 
Black  the  sum  of  $2,583.83,  and  from  John  Black  the  sum  of 
$2,059.04,  and  in  other  accounts  about  $1,500,  and  that  there 
was  due  and  owing  to  plaintiff  from  said  corporation  the  sum 
of  $2,840  on  an  indebtedness  duly  assumed  by  the  corpora- 
tion ;  that  the  defendants  Black  had  control  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  said  corporation;  that  they  are  the  principal 
debtors  of  said  corporation  and  refuse  to  take  any  steps  to 
collect  the  moneys  due  tibe  same  or  to  liquidate  the  indebted- 
ness due  plaintiff,  and  that  due  demand  has  been  made  upon 
them  to  perform  their  duties  as  officers  and  trustees  of  said 
corporation,  but  they  have  failed  and  refused  to  act,  in- 
tending thereby  to  defraud  the  plaintiff  of  his  rights  as  a 
stockholder  and  creditor  of  the  corporation;  and  that  it  is 
necessary  to  appoint  a  receiver  to  marshal  the  assets  of  said 
corporation  and  wind  up  its  affairs. 

As  relief  the  plaintiff  asks  (1)  that  a  receiver  be  appointed, 
to  collect  the  outstanding  debts  and  pay  the  accounts ;  (2)  that 
the  defendants,  John  and  Joseph  Black,  be  compelled  to  pay 
to  the  corporation  the  amount  of  their  indebtedness  thereto; 
(3)  that  the  plaintiff  have  judgment  directing  the  receiver  to 
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pay  over  to  him  the  amount  found  to  be  due  from  the  corpora- 
tion; (4)  that  plaintiff  be  paid  the  amount  found  due  him  on 
an  accounting  after  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  are  wound 
up;  (5)  that  the  corporation  be  dissolved  and  its  affairs 
settled  up  and  that  its  assets  be  distributed;  (6)  that  plaintiff 
have  such  other  relief  as  may  be  equitable. 

The  defendant  John  Black  demurred  to  this  complaint  on 
vaxioiis  grounds,  but  two  of  which  are  relied  on:  (1)  That 
the  complaint  does  not  state  a  cause  of  action;  and  (2)  that 
several  causes  of  action  have  been  improperly  united.  From 
an  order  overruling  this  demurrer  said  defendant  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Eberlein  £  Eber- 
leia%,  and  oral  argument  by  M.  B.  Eberlein. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Paul  J.  Winter, 
attorney,  and  Oreene,  Fairchild,  North  &  Parker,  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Winter. 

Sabnes,  J.  By  sec.  1764,  Stats.  (1898),  the  directors  of 
the  dissolved  corporation  were  continued  in  office  for  the  pur- 
pose of  selling  and  disposing  of  its  property,  collecting  its 
•debts,  paying  its  obligations,  and  distributing  its  assets  among 
its  stockholders.  Lindemann  v.  Rusk,  125  Wis.  210,  104 
N.  W.  119.  Taking  as  a  verity  the  averments  of  the  com- 
plaint, the  defendants  have  wholly  failed  to  perform  the 
-duties  imposed  on  them  by  law.  By  such  conduct  they  are 
depriving  the  plaintiff  of  his  share  of  the  corporate  assets 
and  correspondingly  enriching  themselves.  That  a  court  of 
equity  has  power  under  such  circumstances  at  the  suit  of  a 
stockholder  to  entertain  a  winding-up  suit  and  to  appoint  a 
receiver  to  perform  the  functions  which  the  defendants  have 
wrongfully  and  fraudulently  refused  to  perform  does  not 
admit  of  doubt  2  Cook,  Corp.  §  641 ;  Lindemami  v.  Rusk, 
wpro;  Elmergreenv.  Weimer,  138  Wis.  112, 119  N.  W.  836. 
The  complaint  states  sufficient  facts  to  constitute  a  cause  of 
-action* 
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That  the  complaint  does  not  improperly  unite  several 
causes  of  action  is  not  so  clear.  An  inference  might  well  W 
drawn  that  a  money  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff  as  a 
creditor  was  sought  in  this  action,  and  also  that  a  like  judg^ 
ment  in  favor  of  the  corporation  was  sought  against  John  and 
Joseph  Black  on  an  ordinary  account  alleged  to  be  due  from 
them  to  it  Such  relief  cannot  be  granted  in  a  winding-up* 
suit  Earrigan  v.  Gilchrist,  121  Wis.  127,  240,  99  N.  AV. 
909.  Equity  will  entertain  a  suit  by  a  creditor  to  wind  up 
the  affairs  of  an  insolvent  or  of  a  dissolved  corporation. 
EUlen  V.  Barnes,  106  Wis.  546,  659,  82  N.  W.  536 ;  Oores  r. 
Dai/,  99  Wis.  276,  74  N.  W.  787.  But  we  are  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  general  rule  that  only  a  judgment  creditor 
may  maintain  such  a  suit  is  not  applicable  to  a  corporation 
dissolved  by  operation  of  law.  The  allegation  in  the  com- 
plaint  to  the  effect  that  plaintiff  is  a  creditor  is  proper  enough, 
even  though  he  is  not  presently  entitled  to  maintain  the  action 
as  such.  We  see  no  impropriety  in  placing  a  fairly  complete 
history  of  the  condition  and  affairs  of  the  corporation  be- 
fore the  court  in  the  suit  of  plaintiff  as  a  stockholder.  The 
ambiguity  arises  out  of  the  demand  for  judgment  If  the 
pleader  intended  to  set  out  more  than  one  cause  of  action,  he 
did  not  follow  sec.  2647,  Stats.  (1898),  whidi  requires  that 
different  causes  of  action  be  stated  separately.  We  think 
the  prayer  for  relief  may  be  construed  as  a  demand  by  the 
plaintiff  that  the  receiver  pay  him  the  amount  found  to  be 
his  due,  after  he  has  filed  his  claim  and  proved  it  in  the 
receivership  proceedings  in  the  manner  provided  by  law,  and 
that  the  defendants  John  and  Joseph  Black  be  obliged  to  pay 
to  the  receiver  as  the  representative  of -^  the  corporation  the 
amount  found  to  be  due  from  them  in  an  appropriate  pro- 
ceeding brought  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  sudi  payment 
So  construed,  the  complaint  states  but  a  single  cause  of  action. 
The  mere  fact  that  the  plaintiff  is  asking  for  unnecessary  or^ 
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even  improper  relief  does  not  in  itself  show  that  more  than 
one  cause  of  action  is  stated. 
By  the  Court. — Order  affirmed. 

Timlin,  J.  I  concur  in  the  opinion  written  by  Justice 
Barnes,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  open  question  in  this 
state  whether  a  creditor  who  has  not  recovered  a  judgment 
can  maintain  such  an  action  as  this  against  such  a  corpora- 
tion. I  do  not  think  any  doubte  on  this  barren,  outworn,  and 
quite  useless  technicality  of  practice  should  be  revived,  espe- 
cially when  the  action  is  to  enforce  a  trust  or  fiduciary  duty. 
The  statute  is  sec.  3223,  Stats.  (1898).  The  cases  are 
Sleeper  v.  Ooodwin,  67  Wis.  677,  31  N.  W.  336 ;  Michelson 
V.  Pierce,  107  Wis.  85,  82  K  W.  707 ;  Booth  v.  Dear,  96  Wis. 
516,  71 N.  W.  816,  and  other  cases. 

'^Liability  created  by  law,"  HvrlbvJt  t;.  Marshall,  62  Wis. 
690,  594,  595,  22  N.  W.  852.  This  also  has  been  since 
followed;  all  of  wliich  may  be  found  by  any  one  having  the 
time  and  industry  so  to  do. 

Mabshaix,  J.^  dissents. 


Gbeen  Bat  &  Mississippi  Canai.  Compant,  Appellant,  vs. 
Teldlah  Papsb  Cohpany  and  others,  Bespondents. 

October  6--OctoJ>er  26, 1909. 

Mills  and  miUdams:  Naviffal>^e  rivers:  Flowage  of  lands:  Limitalion 
of  actions:  Prescription:  Equitatle  actions:  Statute  construed: 
Lowering  head  at  upper  dami:  Findings  of  fact:  ** Adverse**  floto- 
age:  Landlord  and  tenant:  Acquiring  hostile  title:  Estoppel. 

1.  Tlie  words  ''any  mllldam"  in  subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898),— 
first  enacted  as  ch.  184,  Laws  of  1862, — do  not  relate  merely  to 
dams  across  nonnavlgable  streams  authorized  by  ch.  146»  Stats. 

Vol.  140—27 
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1898  (ch.  5G,  R.  S.  1858),  but  Include  a  dam  built  across  a  navi- 
gable stream  for  the  purpose  of  creating  water  power  to  op- 
erate mills. 

2.  A  dam  erected  to  create  power  to  operate  mills,  which  power  la 

used  exclusively  for  that  purpose,  is  a  milldam  within  the 
meaning  of  subd.  3.  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898),  although  the  cor- 
poration erecting  it  has  no  power  itself  to  operate  mills^  but 
merely  leases  or  sells  the  power  to  mill  owners  while  retaining 
title  to  the  dam  itself. 

3.  Subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898),  has  the  effect  to  confer  title  at 

the  expiration  of  the  ten  years  within  which  an  action  for  dam- 
ages for  the  flowing  of  lands  by  a  milldam  must  be  commenced, 
and  bars,  therefore,  an  equitable  action  to  restrain  the  main- 
tenance of  the  dam  as  well  as  an  action  for  damages. 

4.  The  raising,  by  a  milldam,  of  the  water  wholly  within  the  banks 

of  a  river,  thereby  lowering  the  available  head  of  the  water  at 
an  upper  dam  and  covering  with  a  greater  depth  of  water  the 
bed  of  the  river  at  and  below  the  upper  dam.  Is  a  flowing  of  the 
lands  of  the  owner  of  such  upper  dam  and  river  bed,  within  the 
meaning  of  subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898). 

5.  A  finding  by  the  court  that  for  a  period  of  more  than  ten  years 

the  setting  back  of  the  water  upon  plaintiffs  land  by  defend- 
ants' milldam  had  been  "uninterrupted,  continuous,  open,  no- 
torious, and  adverse,  and  so  as  to  maintain  on  plalntilTs  land 
the  same  water  level  in  the  same  stages  of  water,"  covered  all 
the  elements  necessary  to  render  operative  the  bar  of  subd.  3, 
sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898). 

6.  The  word  "adverse"  in  such  a  finding,  while  it  embodies  a  con- 

clusion of  law,  is  also  a  comprehensive  statement  of  an  ultimate 
conclusion  of  fact  embracing  all  the  elements  necessary  to 
make  possession  adverse. 

7.  Proof  that  a  milldam  was  completed  in  a  certain  year,  without 

fixing  the  exact  date,  does  not  show  that  an  adverse  flowa^e  of 
land  thereby  began  before  the  last  day  of  that  year. 
S.  The  fact  that  for  a  part  of  the  ten  years  during  which,  as  de- 
fendants claimed,  the  lands  of  plaintiff,  the  owner  of  an  upper 
dam,  had  been  flowed  by  means  of  a  lower  dam,  the  general 
manager  of  one  of  the  defendants  acted  as  principal  manager 
of  the  lower  dam  and  was  also  general  manager  of  a  corpora- 
tion which  had  leased  from  the  plaintiff  certain  amounts  of 
water  power  from  the  upper  dam  and  certain  lots  below  that 
dam,  did  not  prevent  the  flowage  from  being  adverse  to  plaint- 
iff during  the  whole  of  said  ten-year  period,  in  the  absence  of 
a  showing  that  the  property  so  leased  from  plaintiff  was  in  any 
way  interfered  with  or  encroached  upon  by  the  setting  back  of 
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the  water  from  the  lower  dam.  The  doctrine  that  a  tenant 
cannot  deny  his  landlord's  title  or  acquire  a  hostile  title  while 
the  tenancy  continues  has  no  application  to  such  a  case. 
9.  The  fact  that  a  dam  across  a  navigable  river  is  an  unlawful 
structure  because  it  obstructs  the  river  without  legislative  au- 
thority, does  not  prevent  the  acquirement  by  prescription  of 
the  right  to  maintain  such  dam  as  against  individual  owners 
of  lands  above  the  dam. 

Appeai-  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Outa- 
gamie county:  Chester  A.  Fowler,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Quarles,  Spence  & 
Qiujo-les,  attorneys,  and  Oeorge  Lines,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr,  Lines. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  hj, Hooper  &  Hooper, 
and  oral  argument  by  Moses  Hooper. 

WiNSLOw,  C.  J.  In  February,  1892,  the  plaintiff  cor- 
poration, which  is  the  owner  of  the  surplus  water  power  not 
needed  for  navigation  purposes  created  by  the  Grand  Chute 
or  government  dam  in  the  Fox  river  at  Appleton,  brought 
this  action  in  equity  against  the  defendants,  who  own  the 
dam  immediately  below  the  plaintiff's  dam,  and  known  as  the 
middle  dam  at  Appleton,  and  the  water  power  created 
thereby,  to  restrain  the  defendants  from  maintaining  said 
middle  dam  at  its  present  height,  claiming  that  the  same  un- 
lawfully sets  back  the  water  of  the  river  and  flows  the  plaint- 
iff's lands  and  water  wheels  to  the  depth  of  thirty  inches. 
The  trial  court  found  that  there  had  been,  prior  to  the  com- 
mencement of  this  action,  ten  years'  uninterrupted  and 
adverse  user  by  the  defendants  of  the  said  middle  dam  at  the 
height  at  which  it  was  maintained  at  the  time  of  the  com- 
mencement of  this  action,  and  thereupon  dismissed  the 
complaint,  holding  that  the  actign  was  barred  by  subd.  3, 
sec  4221,  Stats.  (1898),  or,  if  not  barred  by  this  subdivision, 
then  by  subd.  4  of  the  same  section.  The  plaintiff  first 
•contends  that  subd,  3,  above  mentioned,  is  not  applicable 
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(a)  because  said  section  only  applies  to  milldams  across  non- 
navigable  streams,  and  the  Fox  river  is  in  law  a  navigable 
stream;  (b)  because  the  said  middle  dam  is  not  a  milldam 
in  the  usual  and  ordinary  sense;  (c)  because  this  is  not  an 
action  to  recover  damages;  and  (d)  because  no  flowing  of 
lands  is  involved.  We  will  take  up  these  propositions  in  the 
order  indicated. 

1.  The  subdivision  named  places,  among  the  actions  which 
muBt  be  brought  within  ten  years  after  the  cause  of  action 
aoerues,  "An  action  for  the  recovery  of  damages  for  flowing 
lands,  when  such  lands  have  been  flowed  by  reason  of  the 
construction  or  maintenance  of  any  milldam."  This  section 
first  appeared  upon  our  statute  books  in  1862  as  di.  184  of 
the  laws  of  that  year,  where  it  read  as  follows: 

"No  action  for  the  recovery  of  damages  for  the  flowing  of 
lands  shall  be  maintained  in  any  court  in  this  state,  when  it 
shall  appear  that  said  lands  have  been  flowed  by  reason  of  the 
construction  or  erection  of  any  milldam  for  the  ten  years  next 
preceding  the  commencement  of  such,  action:  provided,  any 
party  shall  have  one  year  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this 
act  in  which  to  commence  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  any 
lands,  tenements  or  hereditaments  heretofore  flowed,  or  for 
the  recovery  of  the  possession  thereof,  or  for  damages  to  the 
same." 

The  argument  is  that  when  this  act  was  passed  the  word 
"miUdam"  had  acquired  a  technical  and  special  meaning  in 
our  law  by  reason  of  the  existence  of  ch.  56,  R.  S.  1868,  en- 
titled "Of  mills  and  mill-dams"  (now  cL  146,  Stats.  1898), 
and  that  this  special  meaning  was  and  is  confined  to  dams 
authorized  by  said  chapter,  to  wit,  across  nonnavigable 
streams,  and  that  the  subsequent  re-enactment  of  the  section 
in  substantially  the  same  words  in  the  revisions  of  1878  and 
1898  as  subd.  3,  sec  4221,  in  no  way  changes  the  original 
special  meaning.  Doubtless  the  result  would  follow  if  the 
major  premise  were  correct  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  4985 ;  Stats. 
(1898),  sec.  4985.    But  we  see  notliing  to  indicate  that  the 
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legislature  in  passing  ch.  184  of  the  Laws  of  1862  intended 
to  confine  the  provisions  of  the  act  to  milldams  erected  under 
the  provisions  of  ch.  66  across  nonnavigable  streams;  on  the 
contrary,  the  argument  seems  to  be  the  other  way. 

The  act  is  general  in  its  terma,  and  purports  to  bar  an 
action  after  ten  years'  flowage  by  "any  milldam."  A  dam 
which  is  built  across  a  navigable  stream  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  water  power  to  operate  a  mill  is  just  as  certainly 
a  milldam  as  one  built  across  a  nonnavigable  stream.  So  by 
its  language  the  act  covers  one  as  well  as  the  other.  Courts 
certainly  should  not  be  industrious  in  seeking  out  obscure  or 
unusual  meaningis  to  attach  to  statutory  expressions,  when 
the  words  used  are  plain  and  unambiguous  and  the  ordinary 
meaning  is  entirely  reasonable.  JSTow,  had  the  legislature 
desired  and  intended  to  confine  the  act  to  dams  erected  and 
maintained  under  the  milldam  law  (i.  e.  dams  across  non- 
navigable streams),  the  most  obvious  and  natural  thing  would 
be  to  say  so  in  direct  language,  and  add  the  section  to  ch.  56 
of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  1858,  thus  completing  the  special 
code  governing  the  erection  and  maintenance  of  this  class  of 
milldams.  This  seems  the  more  certain  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  there  were  many  milldams  in  the  state  across 
navigable  streams  which  had  been  erected  under  special  \egis- 
lative  acts,  and  also  that  the  milldam  law,  while  first  enacted 
in  1840,  was  repealed  in  1850  and  not  re-enacted  until  1857. 
During  this  interregnum  the  session  laws  fairly  teem  with 
special  acts  authorizing  the  erection  of  milldams,  none  of 
which,  of  course^  were  milldams  in  the  technical  and  special 
sense  claimed  by  the  respondents  here.  It  seems  probable  that 
at  the  time  this  act  was  passed  there  were  full  as  many  dams 
in  the  state  which  had  been  built  outside  of  the  provisions  of 
the  milldam  law  as  under  it  Undoubtedly  the  legislature 
knew  this  fact,  and,  so  knowing,  passed  a  law  applying  gen- 
erally to  any  milldam  "in  the  state."  Upon  principle  it 
would  seem  that  under  these  circumstances  this  law,  framed 
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in  unambiguous,  general  words,  must  have  an  interpretation 
just  as  broad  and  general  as  the  words  used  commonly  receive. 
Furthermore,  the  question  seema  to  have  been  decided  ad- 
versely to  appellant  in  the  case  of  Buehl  v.  Voight,  28 
Wis.  163,  where  the  owners  of  a  dam  on  Rock  river,  erected 
by  virtue  of  a  special  act  of  the  territorial  legislature  of  1845^ 
pleaded  this  statute,  and  upon  this  exact  point  the  court  said : 

"The  language  of  the  statute  is  clear,  precise,  and  compre- 
hensive, and  bars  every  action  where  tiie  lands  have  been 
flowed  for  ten  years  without  any  claim  for  damages.  The 
statute  means  this,  or  it  has  no  meaning  whatever." 

It  is  true  that  in  that  case  the  act  authorizing  the  dam 
made  it  siibject  to  the  provisions  of  the  milldam  law  then 
existing,  but  the  decision  was  not  placed  on  this  ground,  but 
on  the  broad  ground  that  the  language  covered  "any  milldam'* 
or  none. 

In  Cobb  V.  Smith,  38  y^is.  21,  which  was  an  action  of 
flowage  caused  by  a  dam  erected  on  a  navigable  stream  under 
express  legislative  grant,  this  statute  of  limitations  was 
pleaded ;  and  while  it  was  held  that  the  pleading  showed  that 
the  use  had  not  been  adverse,  still  the  court  treated  the  statute 
as  applicable  to  such  a  dam  had  the  facts  been  sufficient 

2.  The  claim  that  the  middle  dam  is  not  a  milldam  within 
the  meaning  of  the  word  as  used  in  the  statute  is  based  on  the 
fact  that  it  was  built  by  the  defendant  the  Appleion  Waicr 
Power  Company,  a  corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  this  dam  "and  for  improving  and  creating  water 
power  and  river  lots  in  and  near  said  water  power  and  for 
holding  and  disposing  of  the  same,"  and  the  further  fact  that 
it  has  no  power  to  operate  mills  and  does  not  do  so,  but  has 
sold  or  leaded  the  power  created  by  the  dam  in  parcels  to  the 
various  other  defendants  for  mill  purposes,  while  retaining 
title  to  the  dam  itself.  The  argument  does  not  appeal  to  us 
very  strongly.  It  seems  that  a  dam  erected  to  create  power 
to  operate  mills,  which  power  is  used  exclusively  to  operate 
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mills^  is  logically  and  truly  a  milldam,  notwithstanding  the 
ownership  of  the  dam  and  of  the  mills  may  be  in  different 
persons.  It  is  true  that  this  court  has  held  that  ch.  184:  of  the 
Laws  of  1862  only  applies  to  "milldams  in  the  proper  and 
strict  sense  of  the  words,"  and  that  a  dam  which  was  part  of 
and  necessary  to  a  general  scheme  for  the  improvement  of  the 
navigation  of  a  river,  so  as  to  make  it  a  public  highway,  was 
not  properly  a  "milldam"  within  the  meaning  of  the  law, 
though  the  power  created  by  it  might  be  used  to  operate  mills. 
Arimond  v.  Green  Bay  &  M.  C.  Co.  35  Wis.  41.  The  rule 
there  laid  down  seems  reasonable,  but  we  do  not  perceive  that 
it  is  applicable  to  the  present  case. 

3.  We  agree  with  appellant's  contention  that  this  is  not  an 
action  to  recover  damages,  but  rather  an  equitable  action  to 
enjoin  the  continuance  of  a  nuisance,  with  an  incidental 
daim  for  damages,  but  we  cannot  agree  with  the  conclusion 
drawn  therefrom  to  the  effect  that  the  limitation  statute  does 
not  therefore  apply.  It  is  true  that  the  law  in  terms  only 
prohibits  the  bringing  of  "an  action  for  the  recovery  of 
damages  for  flowing  lands"  after  the  expiration  of  the  ten- 
year  period,  but  this  court  has  held  that  the  effect  of  this 
statute  is  to  confer  title  after  the  ten-year  user  is  complete, 
on  the  principle  that  where  (as  in  Wisconsin)  the  statute  of 
limitations  destroys  the  right  as  well  as  bars  the  remedy,  that 
result  must  follow.  Johnson  v.  Boorman,  63  Wis.  268,  22 
N.  W.  514.  This  ruling  effectively  disposes  of  this  conten- 
tion. 

4.  The  contention  that  there  is  no  flowing  of  lands  within 
the  meaning  of  the  statute  in  the  present  case  is  yet  to  bo 
considered.  It  appears  that  the  setting  back  of  the  water  by 
the  defendants'  dam  is  wholly  within  the  banks  of  the  river, 
so  that  no  lands  outside  of  the  banks  are  overflowed,  but  the 
dam  raises  the  water  within  the  banks  so  as  to  lower  the 
available  head  of  the  water  power  furnished  by  plaintiff's 
dam.    Is  this  truly  a  flowing  of  lands  t    We  think  it  is.    To 
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hold  otlierwise  would  be  to  engraft  a  very  narrow  and  tech- 
nical meaning  upon  the  statute.  The  plaintiff  owns  the  lot 
upon  the  south  side  of  Fox  river  upon  which  the  south  side 
of  its  dam  rests,  and  the  land  for  some  distance  below,  and 
hence  is  a  riparian  owner.  In  this  state  the  owner  of  a  bank 
of  a  navigable  stream  owns  to  the  center  line  (unless  the  own- 
ership of  the  bank  and  the  bed  has  been  separated),  subject 
only  to  the  rights  of  the  publia  Willow  River  Club  v.  W<ide, 
100  Wis.  86,  76  N.  W.  273.  Hence  the  plaintiff  owns  the 
bed  of  the  river  at  and  below,  its  dam,  subject  only  to  govern- 
mental and  public  rights.  This  bed  is  land.  While  ordi- 
narily covered  with  water  to  some  depth,  the  defendants'  dam 
has  covered  it  with  water  to  a  greater  depth  and  rendered  it 
less  valuable  to  its  owner.  This  is  flowing  of  lands  in  every 
true  sense. 

But  the  appellant  further  contends  that^  even  if  the  statute 
of  limitations  be  applicable  to  such  a  case,  the  facts  proven 
do  not  bring  the  present  case  within  the  statute.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly true  that  the  user  must  have  been  adverse  for  ten 
years  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  action  in  order  to 
raise  the  statutory  bar.  The  court  found  that  the  setting  back 
of  the  water  by  defendants'  dam  had  been  ^'uninterrupted, 
continuous,  open,  notorious,  and  adverse,  and  so  as  to  main- 
tain on  plaintiff's  land  the  same  water  level  in  the  same  stages 
of  water"  since  the  completion  of  the  dam  in  1877.  These 
words  include  all  the  elements  necessary  to  render  the  statute 
operative.  If  there  were  any  doubt  as  to  whether  the  words 
"uninterrupted,  continuous,. open,  and  notorious"  covered  the 
subject,  that  doubf  would  be  removed  by  the  addition  of  the 
word  "adverse,"  which,  while  it  embodies  a  conclusion  of  law, 
is  also  a  comprehensive  statement  of  an  ultimate  conclusion 
of  fact  embracing  all  the  elements  necessary  to  make  posses- 
sion adverse.  We  are  entirely  satisfied  from  examination  of 
the  record  that  the  evidence  fully  justified  the  finding  of  the 
court  in  this  regard,  and  we  deem  it  unneoessaiy  to  make  any 
review  of  such  evidence. 
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But  one  contention  which  the  appellant  makes  in  this  con- 
nection must  receive  attention.  The  contention  is  that  the 
undisputed  evidence  shows  that  for  a  part  of  the  ten  years 
the  possession  and  management  of  the  defendants'  dam  was 
in  the  hands  of  a  tenant  of  the  plaintiff  at  the  upper  dam, 
and  hence  that  the  possession  during  such  time  could  not  be 
adverse  because  it  was  possession  by  plaintiff's  tenant  The 
facts  on  which  this  claim  is  based  are  in  brief  as  follows: 
The  defendants'  dam  was  completed  some  time  in  1877,  the 
exact  date  not  being  fixed  by  the  testimony  or  the  findings. 
Adverse  holding  under  it  is  not  therefore  shown  to  have 
began  before  December  Slst  of  that  year.  This  dam  had  a 
spindle  section  in  the  middle,  by  the  removing  or  replacing 
of  which  the  flow  of  water  was  regulated  during  high  or  low 
water.  This  spindle  section  and  the  regulation  of  the  flow 
was  in  actual  charge  of  one  Cough.  For  some  nine  years 
after  the  completion  of  the  dam  he  received  his  general  direc- 
tions from  Mr.  West,  who  was  the  original  owner  of  the 
power  and  the  principal  stockholder  in  the  Appleton  Water 
Power  Company,  but  the  other  defendants  also  gave  him 
orders  if  they  wanted  any  accommodations.  At  about  the 
close  of  the  nine-year  period  West  sold  to  the  Kimberly-Clark 
Company,  and  Mr.  Charles  B.  Clark  of  that  company  took 
principal  charge  of  the  regulation  of  the  flow  and  gave  Mr. 
Cough  his  orders  until  1888.  There  is  no  evidence  showing 
that  the  defendant  millowners  ever  directly  authorized  either 
Mr.  West  or  Mr.  Clark  to  act  as  principal  manager  of  the 
dam.  They  seem  to  have  volunteered  to  act  rather  than  to 
have  acted  under  any  definite  arrangement  by  the  various 
millowners.  The  user  was  certainly  a  common  user  by  all  of 
the  defendants.  In  1879  the  Atlas  Paper  Company  became 
the  tenant  of  the  plaintiff  at  its  upper  dam  by  leasing  certain 
amounts  of  water  power  and  certain  lots  below  the  dam  upon 
which  it  operated  extensive  mills.  In  1891  it  leased  all  of 
the  power  available  at  the  dam.  Mr.  Charles  B.  Clark  was 
general  manager  of  the  Atlas  Paper  Company  during  the 
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entire  time  that  its  leasehold  interest  continued.  The  de- 
fendant Telvlah  Paper  Company  built  its  mill  in  1887  and 
began  using  water  from  the  middle  dam  in  1888.  Of  the 
latter  corporation  Mr.  Clark  was  also  general  manager. 

The  doctrine  that  a  tenant  cannot  deny  his  landlord's  title 
to  the  demised  property  during  his  tenancy,  nor  acquire  a 
hostile  title  to  the  same  while  the  relationship  continues,  is 
well  settled.  Tondro  v.  Cushman,  6  Wis.  279 ;  Sizer  v.  Clark, 
116  Wis.  534,  93  N.  W.  539.  The  reason  is  that  he  has 
obtained  possession  by  solemnly  acknowledging  that  his  land- 
lord has  title  to  the  property  leased,  and  hence  that  he  is 
estopped  by  that  fact  from  claiming  that  his  possession  of  tlio 
leased  property  is  adverse  or  that  he  has  acquired  a  hostile 
and  paramount  title  thereto. 

Giving  that  principle  its  fullest  weight,  it  does  not  apply 
here.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  middle  dam  interferes  in 
any  particular  with  the  property  leased  to  the  Atlas  Paper 
Company  prior  to  1891.  That  property  consisted  only  of 
certain  lots  below  the  plaintiff's  dam,  which  of  themselves 
carried  no  water  power,  coupled  with  a  certain  specified 
quantity  of  horse  power  of  water  from  the  dam.  It  nowhere 
appears  that  the  property  so  leased  was  at  any  time  or  in  any 
manner  interfered  with  or  encroached  upon  by  the  setting 
back  of  the  water  from  the  middle  dam.  Presumptively 
there  was  an  ample  supply  and  head  of  water  at  the  dam  to 
fill  the  calls  of  the  lease,  even  when  the  water  was  set  back  by 
the  middle  dam.  It  is  not  shown,  therefore,  that  the  adverse 
holding  by  the  defendants  was  in  any  way  hostile  or  injurious 
to  the  property  leased  by  the  Atlas  Paper  Company. 

It  is  further  said  that  the  defendants'  dam  is  and  was  an 
unlawful  structure  because  it  obstructs  a  public  navigable 
river  without  legislative  authority,  and  hence  it  is  argued  that 
no  right  to  maintain  it  can  be  acquired  by  prescription.  This 
point  was  decided  adversely  to  appellant's  contention  in  the 
case  of  PUmeer  W.  P.  Co.  v.  Chandos,  78  Wis.  526,  47  K  W. 
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661,  where  it  was  held  that  while  in  such  a  case  the  public 
right  of  navigation  might  not  be  barred,  the  rights  of  upper 
owners  would  be  barred  by  failing  to  contest  the  question, 
until  the  bar  of  the  statute  of  limitations  was  complete. 

No  further  points  require  attention. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Kebwin,  J.,  took  no  part* 


Kathai?  and  others,  Respondents,  vs.  Comstock  and  others,. 

Appellants. 

October  e—Octolter  26,  1909 

Contracts  induced  l>y  fraud:  Avoidance:  False  representations:  Fact 
or  opinion:  Tax  titles:  lAmitatUm  of  actions:  Cancellation  of 
deed:  Judgment. 

1.  One  who  makes  representations  to  another  of  material  facts  for 

the  purpose  of  Inducing  that  other  to  enter  Into  contractual 
relations  with  him  and  which  are  liable  to  accomplish  the  pur- 
pose without  want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  such  other. 
Is  bound,  not  merely  not  to  act  negligently,  but  at  his  peril  to 
know  whereof  he  speaks. 

2.  One  not  himself  knowing  the  facts  involved  may  reasonably  act 

on  representations  by  another  who  desires  to  enter  into  con- 
tractual relations  with  him,  as  to  conditions  not  presently  ob- 
servable. 

3.  Where  the  original  owner  of  land  had  been  in  actual  possession 

of  it  during  the  three  years  following  the  recording  of  a  tax 
deed,  thereby  preventing  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions in  favor  of  the  deed,  a  representation  by  the  holder  of 
the  deed  that  the  statute  had  run  in  its  favor,  made  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  a  conveyance  by  the  heirs  of  the  original 
owner,  was  not  a  mere  legal  opinion  but  was  a  false  representar 
tion  of  a  fact  material  to  the  transaction  and,  even  though  made- 
honestly,  was  such  a  fraud  as  in  equity  would  render  voidable- 
a  conveyance  reasonably  induced  thereby. 
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4.  Where  in  such  a  ca^e  the  false  representation  was  as  to  one  only 
of  seyeral  tracts  covered  by  the  conveyance,  but  there  was  no 
evidence  enabling^  the  court  to  apportion  the  consideration  paid, 
and  defendants  had  refused  an  ofTer  giving  them  an  option  as 
to  whether  the  conveyance  should  be  set  aside  wholly  or  only 
as  to  the  one  tract,  it  was  not  error  for  the  trial  court  to  set 
aside  the  entire  conveyance. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Shawano 
county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    AffirmecL 

Equitable  action  to  set  aside  deeds  to  real  estate  and  quiet 
-title. 

The  issues  passed  upon  in  closing  the  case  by  judgment 
may  be  concisely  stated,  as  follows :  The  title  to  the  particular 
land  in  question  and  others,  aggr^ating  twenty-two  tracts, 
was  in  Joseph  Kathan  at  the  time  of  his  death,  May  26, 1901. 
He  died  intestate,  leaving  as  his  only  heirs  his  widow,  Hattie 
P.  Kathan,  and  three  minor  children,  the  plaintiffs  herein. 
The  title  to  said  land  was  vested  in  them  on  the  death  of  Mr. 
Kathan,  subject  to  six  tax  deeds  thereon  in  the  name  of  de- 
fendant Pier.  The  title  to  the  particular  tract  was  vested  in 
Mr.  Kathan  many  years  before  he  died.  It  was  occupied  and 
used  by  him,  in  the  main,  as  a  wood  lot  and  for  cutting  and 
removing  timber  therefrom,  continuously,  for  several  years 
after  his  ownership  commenced.  During  such  time  a  small 
part  was  cleared,  cultivated,  and  inclosed  by  a  fence.  The 
land  was  thereafter  used  by  Mr.  Kathan,  continuously,  down 
to  1897  in  connection  with  an  adjoining  tract  on  which  he 
owned  and  operated  a  brickyard.  It  was  thereafter  occupied, 
continuously,  down  to  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the 
action  by  defendant  Ea^le  River  Brick  Company  in  connec- 
tion with  the  brickyard  forty,  under  an  agreement  with  the 
owner  to  convey  the  same  to  it  for  $200,  as  soon  as  cleared  of 
back  taxes.  The  plaintiffs  did  not  know  of  the  occupancy 
aforesaid  till  after  the  conveyance,  hereafter  mentioned,  to 
defendant  Comstock.  Some  time  subsequent  to  the  death  of 
Mr.  Kathan,  under  an  agreement  with  one  Colman,  county 
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judge  of  Vilas  county,  that  title  to  all  the  lands  should  be 
vested  in  one  George  in  the  interest  of  plaintiffs  and  the  par- 
ticular tract  then  be  by  him  conveyed  to  the  brick  company 
of  whidi  Colman  was  a  stockholder,  proceedings  were  had,  in 
form,  in  the  county  court  of  Vilas  county,  but  in  fact  in  the 
county  of  Shawano,  resulting  in  such  title  being,  in  form,  so 
vested,  whereupon  George  conveyed  the  particular  tract  to 
said  brick  company  pursuant  to  such  agreement. 

The  first  of  the  aforesaid  tax  deeds  was  made  and  recorded 
in  May,  1889,  and  the  last  one  in  May,  1898.  After  the 
proceedings  aforesaid,  in  form  vesting  the  title  in  George, 
defendant  Pier  represented  and  caused  to  be  represented  to 
plaintiffs  that  the  statute  of  limitations  had  run  in  favor  of 
her  tax  deeds,  effectually  divesting  the  title  to  said  lands  from 
plaintiffs  and  vesting  the  same  in.  her.  She  did  that  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  them  to  convey,  in  form,  the  twenty-two 
tracts  of  land  to  defendant  Comstock  for  the  sum  of  $30. 
The  particular  tract  then,  and  at  the  time  of  the  commence- 
ment of  this  action,  was  worth  at  least  $200.  Belying  upon 
such  representations  which  were  in  fact  false,  the  tax-deed 
titles  as  to  such  particular  land  having  been  extinguished 
by  the  statute  of  limitations,  the  same  having  been  occupied, 
as  aforesaid,  such  proceedings  were  taken  in  the  circuit  court 
for  Shawano  county  that  the  title  of  plaintiffs  in  all  the 
lands  for  the  consideration  aforesaid  was  vested  in  Comstock, 
the  deed  to  that  effect  being  duly  recorded.  That  was 
accomplished  in  the  interest  of  said  Pier  so  that  she  might 
control  the  patent  title  as  well  as  the  tax  title  to  aU  said 
lands.  The  next  day  after  the  conveyance  to  said  Com^siock 
said  Pier  caused  the  particular  tract  to  be  mortgaged  to 
her  daughter,  the  defendant  Mclntoshj  ostensibly  to  secure 
$250,  but  in  fact  to  give  her  standing  to  commence  an  action 
to  quiet  the  title  as  against  the  brick  company.  Such  action 
was  commenced,  and,  during  the  proceedings  therein,  plaint- 
iffs became  possessed  of  information  as  to  the  possession 
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aforesaid  extinguishing  the  tax-title  claim.  Thereupoa  this 
action  was  brought  against  all  parties  adversely  interested  to 
vacate  said  deeds  made  by  plaintiffs  and  the  mortgage  as  well, 
establish  the  title  to  said  particular  land  in  plaintiffs  accord- 
ing to  the  facts,  and  remove  all  clouds  existing  thereon 
created  by  the  deed  to  George,  the  deed  by  him  to  the  brick 
company,  the  deed  to  Comstock,  and  the  mortgage. 

On  such  facts  judgment  was  awarded  to  plaintiffs  wholly 
annulling  the  deed  to  Comstock,  conditioned  upon  the  con- 
sideration paid  by  him  as  aforesaid  being  paid  into  court  for 
his  use,  and  decreeing  that  the  possession  by  the  brick  com- 
pany was  lawful  but  under  a  license  revocable  at  the  pleasure 
of  plaintiffs.  Costs  were  awarded  in.  plaintiffs'  favor  in  one 
bill  against  Comstock,  Pier,  and  Mcintosh,  and  in  favor  of 
the  brick  company  against  the  same  parties. 

C.  H,  Van  Alstine,  for  the  appellants. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Wallrich,  DiUetl 
&  Larson,  and  oral  argument  by  Albert  L.  Larson. 

Maeshai^l,  J.  The  findings  of  fact  do  not  appear,  at  any 
point,  contrary  to  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 
Therefore,  by  a  familiar  principle,  they  must  be  r^arded  as 
verities  and  the  judgment  based  thereon  right,  if  the  conclu- 
sions of  law  are  warranted. 

If  the  particular  tract  of  land  was  in  the  actual  possession 
of  Kathan,  deceased,  for  the  full  three  years  after  execution 
and  recording  of  the  last  tax  deed,  as  found  by  the  trial  court, 
and  it  seems,  as  above  indicated,  that  such  must  be  taken  as 
the  fact,  the  tax  titles  were  thereby  extinguished,  leaving 
Kate  Pier  without  any  interest  in  the  land  whatever  at  the 
time  she  represented  to  the  Kathan  heirs  that  she  had  the 
whole  title  under  her  tax  deeds  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
them  to  part  with  the  patent  title  to  Comstock.  Jones  v. 
Collins,  16  Wis.  594;  Pvlford  v.  \yhicher,  76  Wis.  555,  45 
X.  W.  418. 
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It  is  tlie  settled  law,  not  disputed  at  all  by  appellants,  that 
actual  or  constructive  possession  of  land  under  a  tax  deed  for 
the  full  period  of  three  years  is  necessary  for  operation  of  the 
statute  of  limitations,  and  that  interruption  of  the  mere  con- 
structive possession,  created  by  recording  a  tax  deed  of  vacant 
and  unoccupied  land,  by  actual  possession  for  any  period  by 
the  former  owner  within  the  three  years  after  such  recording, 
turns  the  statute  of  limitations  in  favor  of  the  former  owner, 
which,  if  not  interrupted  by  action  on  the  part  of  the  tax-title 
claimant  or  actual  possession  by  him  within  the  three  years 
after  the  recording  of  the  tax  deed,  extinguishes  all  rights 
under  such  deed.  Cornell  Univ.  v.  Mead,  80  Wis.  387,  49 
N".  W.  815;  Midlothian  I.  M.  Co.  v.  Belknap,  108  Wis.  198, 
84N".  W.  169. 

No  question  is  raised  but  that  the  proceedings  whereby  the 
title  to  the  land  in  question  was  conveyed  to  George  and  by 
him  to  the  brick  company  were  void.  It  is  insisted,  however, 
that  the  representation  made  by  Kate  Pier  as  to  her  tax  titles 
having  extinguished  the  Kathan  title,  was  not  a  representa- 
tion of  fact  but  was  a  mere  legal  opinion  of  the  effect  of  the 
tax  deeds,  and  so  was  not  fatal  to  the  Comstock  deed. 

We  are  unable  to  sustain  the  contention  that  the  repre- 
sentation was  a  mere  opinion  grounded  on  such  pure  mistake 
of  law  as  equity  will  not  relieve  from.  She  knew,  or  ought 
to  have  known,  that  such  a  representation,  in  all  reasonable 
'probability,  was  false,  unless  the  land  was  vacant  and  unoc- 
cupied at  the  time  of  the  recording  of  her  tax  deeds  and  so 
continued  during  the  entire  statutory  period  of  three  years. 
Therefore,  she  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  that  such  repre- 
sentation, by  necessary  implication,  carried  the  idea  that  such 
vacancy  and  nonoccupancy  had  existed.  So  the  representar 
tion  was  false  and  was  of  a  fact  material  to  the  transaction 
which  it  operated  to  bring  about 

It  may  be  that  Mrs.  Pier  did  not  know  there  was  occupancy 
of  the  land  preventing  the  bar  of  the  statute  from  running  in 
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favor  of  her  tax  titles.  It  may  be  that  there  was  no  moral 
turpitude  characterizing  the  transaction.  Whether  there  was- 
or  was  not  is  not  material.  In  this  class  of  cases  fraud  in  law 
is  just  as  effective  as  fraud  in  fact  If  one  in  negotiating 
with  another  in  contractual  matters  makes  misrepresentations 
of  fact  material  to  the  transaction  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
such  other  to  act  thereon  and  such  other  reasonably  does  sa 
act  to  his  prejudice^  he  may  avoid  the  result  on  the  ground  of 
fraud,  actual  or  constructive^ — the  latter  really  involving, 
generally,  mere  mistake  of  fact, — ^and  may  have  the  aid  of 
equity  jurisdiction  to  that  end.  It  is  not  a  sufficient  answer 
to  the  claim  of  such  other  for  such  person  to  say  he  made  the 
representations  honestly,  for  it  is,  in  law  and  equity,  as  re- 
gards avoiding  sudi  a  transaction,  his  duty  to  know  whereof 
he  speaks  or  not  to  speak  at  all  as  of  his  knowledge.  This 
court  has  many  times  spoken  on  that  question.  Davis  v, 
Nuzum,  72  Wis.  439,  40  N.  W.  497 ;  McKirmon  v.  VoUmar, 
75  Wis.  82,  43  N.  W.  800;  Gunther  v.  Ullrich,  82  Wis.  222, 
52  N.  W.  88 ;  HaH  v.  Movlton,  104  Wis.  349,  859,  80  N.  W. 
599;  Kravse  v.  Busacker,  105  Wis.  350,  81  N.  W.  406; 
Zunker  v.  Kuehn,  113  Wis.  421,  88  N.  W.  605. 

The  statement  made  to  the  effect  that  it  is  suifficient  to 
put  the  party  making  misrepresentations  in  the  wrong,  if 
he  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  of  their  falsity,  is  not 
grounded  on  principles  of  actionable  negligence^  but  on  the 
idea  that  he  who  makes  representations  to  another  of  material* 
facts  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  that  other  to  enter  into  con- 
tractual relations  with  him  and  which  are  liable  to  accomplish 
the  purpose  without  want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  such 
other,  is  bound  at  his  peril  to  know  whereof  he  speaks.  He 
ought  to  know,  not  because  he  should  not  act  negligently,  but 
because  under  such  circumstances  he  should  not  speak  to  the 
facts  at  all  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  such  other  to  act  de- 
pending on  the  truthfulness  of  what  is  spoken  imless  he  knows 
that  his  representations  are  true  or  expects  to  assume  tho^ 
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burden  of  warrantor  of  their  truthiuloesa.  Paimer  v.  Gold- 
berg, 128  Wis.  103,  111,  107  N.  W.  478. 

That  one  may  reasonably  act^  not  knowing  the  facts 
involved  himself, — ^bnfc  on  the  faith  of  representations  by 
another  who  desires  to  enter  into  contractual  relations  with 
him, — ^as  to  conditions  not  presently  observable,  as  in  ibis 
case,  is  so  elementary  that  we  will  treat  it  as  a  matter  not 
requiring  extended  discussion  in  this  <^ini<Hi. 

The  claim  is  made  that  tbe  court  should  not  have  set  aside 
the  entire  deed  to  Comstock  because  of  the  false  representa- 
tions as  to  the  particular  tract  of  land.  It  may  be  that  a 
showing  might  have  been  made  which  would  have  moved  the 
court,  as  one  of  canscience,  to  require  a  partial  restoration  of 
the  consideration  paid  by  Camatock  and  on  condition  thereof 
vacate  the  deed  to  him  as  to  the  one  forty  c«ily.  The  court  at 
the  close  of  the  evidence  fully  acquitted  Mrs.  Pier  of  any 
actual  intention  to  perpetrate  a  fraud  upon  respondents.  She 
was  found  to  have  innocently,  so  far  as  moral  turpitude  is 
concerned,  made  false  representations  as  to  a  material  fact 
under  such  circumstances  as  to  rend^  the  resulting  trans- 
action voidable.  The  court  concluded  a  statement  of  his 
"views  thus :  "I  think  there  is  sufficient  ground  for  a  court  of 
equity  to  set  aside  the  deed  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  tract  of 
land."  Thereupon  respondents'  counsel  said,  addressing  the 
court:  "I  am  perfectly  willing  for  you  to  make  it  optional 
with  defendants  whether  the  whole  deed  shall  be  set  aside." 
Then  counsel  for  appellants  addressed  the  court,  saying: 
"I  prefer  to  take  the  judgment  of  the  court."  Thereafter 
findings  were  filed  closing  with  an  order  for  judgment  as  we 
find  it 

It  may  be  that  after  what  occurred  counsel  for  appellants 
should  have  offered  evidence,  enabling  the  court  to  apportion 
the  consideration  paid  t^  Comstock  so  as  to  require  restora- 
tion to  him  of , the  equitable  amount  which  the  particular  tract 
represented.    It  is  the  opinion  of  the  court  that  they  should, 

'Vol.  140  —  28 
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and  that  since  they  failed  to  do  so,  it  was  not  error  for  the 
oaurt  to  deal  with  the  transaction  as  an  entirety,  as  was  done. 
Certainly,  as  the  case  was  submitted,  there  was  no  basis  for  a 
judicial  splitting  up  of  the  consideration. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  writer  the  offer  of  respondents' 
counsel  should,  under  the  circumstances,  have  been  regarded 
as  consenting  to  restore  the  whole  consideration  as  a  condition 
of  relief  from  the  deeds  and  mortgage  as  to  the  one  forty. 
That  is  reasonable,  it  seems,  since  only  the  trifling  sum  of 
$30  was  involved.  It  is  the  writer's  judgment  that  Oeneral 
Bragg,  the  able  counsel  who  represented  appellants  at  the 
trial,  so  understood  it  He  is  too  good  a  lawyer  to  have  sup- 
posed it  required  consent,  or  acceptance  of  an  option  on  his 
part  to  enable  the  court  to  act  upon  such  an  offer  so  under- 
stood. He  doubtless  acted  as  he  did,  without  reflection, 
through  caution  as  to  prejudicing  the  rights  of  his  clients  on 
appeal  respecting  the  merits  of  the  case,  •and  was  surprised 
when  the  order  for  judgment  was  filed  providing  for  a  vaca- 
tion of  the  deed  as  to  the  whole  twenty-two  forties,  when  the 
only  misrepresentation  complained  of  was  as  to  the  one  forty, 
and  the  statute  of  limitations  had,  in  f  act^  run  as  to  the  other 
twenty-one  forties,  so  that  the  vacation  of  the  deed  as  to  them 
could  not  be  of  any  benefit  to  respondents.  I  think  the  trial 
court  shotdd  have  interpreted  the  offer  of  respondents'  coun- 
sel as  indicated  and  ordered  judgment  vacating  the  deed  as  to 
the  one  tract  on  return  of  the  $30,  or  a  less  sum  if  respond- 
ents' counsel  saw  fit  to  make  proof  of  the  equitable  amount 

The  court,  however,  is  of  the  opinion,  as  indicated,  that  as 
appellants'  counsel  elected  to  have  the  case  submitted  the  trial 
court  did  not  commit  error;  that  it  was  warranted  in  not 
requiring  restoration  of  the  full  consideration  for  the  recovery 
of  the  one  forty  and  in  not^  on  its  own  motion,  requiring 
proof  enabling  it  to  equitably  divide  the  consideration  so  as 
to  deal  with  the  deed  and  mortgage  as  to  the  one  forty  by 
itself. 
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» 

The  foregoing  covers  all  questions  in  the  case  which  appear 
to  be  of  sufficient  moment  to  require  special  notice.  All  have 
received  consideration,  resulting,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court> 
that  the  judgment  should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Covrt. — So  ordered. 

Tjmlis  and  BabneS;  JJ.,  took  no  part 


KoAcn^  Appellant^  vs.  Sanborn  Land  Company,  imp.,  Re- 
spondent 

October  $ — October  26, 1909. 

Law  of  the  case:  Decision  on  former  appeal:  Tax  titles:  Bettinff  mide 
void  tax  deeds:  Repayment  by  mortgagee  of  taxes  paid  by  claim- 
ant after  acquiring  equity  of  redemption:  Appeal:  Review: 
Orders:  Exceptions:  Costs  for  printing. 

1.  The  decision  on  a  former  appeal  is  the  law  of  the  case  and, 

whether  right  or  wrong,  Is  controlling  upon  a  second  appeal  in 
the  same  action. 

2.  Where  under  a  mortgage  or  trust  deed  the  owner  of  the  equity 

of  redemption  Is  bound  to  pay  all  taxes  upon  the  land  he  caimot, 
as  against  the  mortgagee,  ascribe  such  payment  to  his  attitude 
as  claimant  under  a  tax  title,  especially  where  the  tax  title  la 
void  as  a  title  and  effectiye  merely  as  a  lien. 
8.  In  an  action  by  the  holder  of  notes  secured  by  a  trust  deed  to  set 
aside  certain  tax  deeds  of  the  lands  it  was  decided  on  a  former 
appeal  that  the  tax  deeds  were  void  and  that  plaintiff  was  en- 
titled to  have  them  set  aside  on  payment  of  the  amounts  for 
which  the  lands  were  sold  and  "the  amounts  of  subsequent 
taxes  paid  by  the  tax-title  claimant/'  with  interest,  as  pro- 
vided in  sec.  1210 A,  Stats.  (1898).  Before  the  action  was  com- 
menced defendant  had  acquired  the  fee  title  to  the  equity  of  re- 
demption from  the  grantors  in  the  trust  deed,  which  deed  con- 
tained the  usual  covenant  for  payment  of  taxes.  Held,  that 
taxes  paid  by  defendant  after  acquiring  such  fee  title  were  not 
"paid  by  the  tax-title  claimant"  within  the  meaning  of  the  for^ 
mer  decision,  and  plaintiff  was  not  bound,  either  by  sec.  1210^ 
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or  by  the  mandate  on  the  former  appeal,  to  reimburse  defend- 
ant therefor. 

4.  An  order  confirming  and  adopting  a  referee's  report  as  to  the 
amounts  to  be  paid  by  the  plaintiff  as  a  condition  precedent  to 
his  right  to  Judgment  setting  aside  tax  deeds,  Is  an  order  in- 
volving the  merits  and  necessarily  affecting  the  Judgment,  and 
therefore,  under  sec.  2898,  Stats.  (1898),  is  a  part  of  the  Judg- 
ment roll  and  under  sec.  3070  is  reviewable  on  appeal  from  the 
Judgment,  whether  excepted  to  or  not. 

6.  The  conclusion  of  law  Involved  in  such  order  is  reviewable  on 
appeal  without  exception  to  the  findings  of  fact  upon  which  it 
is  based  or  settlement  of  a  bill  of  exceptions  containing  all  the 
evidence. 

6.  Costs  are  not  allowed  for  printing  of  a  case  not  in  compliance 
^ith  supreme  Coui  t  Rule  6. 

Appeal  from  a  judgmjent  of  the  circuit  court  for  Foreet 
county :  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    AffirmecL 

This  action,  oommenced  in  November,  1902,  asserted 
plaintiff's  lien  by  virtue  of  the  ownership  of  eertain  notes 
secured  by  a  trust  deed  on  premises  in  Wisconsin,  and  daims 
against  the  same  lands  by  virtue  of  certain  tax  sales  and  deeds 
held  by  various  defendants,  and  sought  to  diear  the  title. 
The  several  answers  set  forth  that  all  said  tax  rights  had  been 
conveyed  to  the  Sanborn  Land  Company,  and  that  it  owned 
the  lands  by  valid  tax  deeds.  UpOn  a  previous  appeal  it  was 
settled  by  this  court  that  plaintiff's  lien  upon  the  land  was 
valid,  that  the  tax  deeds  were  void,  and  that  plaintiff  was 
entitled  to  have  said  deeds  set  aside  upon  payment  of  the 
amounts  for  which  the  lands  were  sold  ^^as  well  as  the  amounts 
of  subsequent  taxes  paid  by  the  tax-title  claimants,"  with  in- 
terest at  fifteen  per  cent,  in  compliance  with  sec  1210A, 
Stats.  (1898).  Roach  v.  Sanborn  L.  Co,  135  Wis.  354,  115 
N.  W.  1102.  After  remittitur,  the  several  amoimts  for  which 
the  lands  were  sold  and  for  all  taxes  subsequently  paid 
thereon  up  to  and  including  those  for  the  year  1907  were 
ascertained  upon  reference,  and  the  amount  thereof,  with 
fifteen  per  cent  interest^  $3,575.46,  was  required  to  be  paid 
as  a  condition  of  judgment  setting  aside  defendants'  tax 
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deeds.  It  appeared  that  in  November,  1902,  shortly  before 
the  conunencemeat  of  the  suit,  the  defendant  Sanborn  Land 
Company,  the  holder  of  the  tax  deeds^  acquired  the  fee  title 
to  the  equity  of  redemption  by  mesne  .conveyances  from  the 
grantors  in  the  trust  deed,  which  by  the  way  contained  the 
usual  covenants -for  payment  of  taxes.  Since  said  time  the 
daims  under  the  tax  deeds  and  the  equity  of  redemption  have 
been  in  the  same  party,  by  whom  the  taxes  have  been  paid. 
It  was  found  by  the  referee  that  on  November  15,  1902, 
before  8uit>  plaintiff  had  tendered  to  the  county  clerk  an 
amount  more  than  suiScient  to  redeem  all  of  said  tax  liens 
then  existing,  together  with  interest  and  charges  thereon. 
Plaintiff  paid  to  the  clerk  of  court  under  protest  tibte  said 
amount  of  taxes  and  interest,  whereupon  judgment  was  en- 
tered canceling  the  tax  deeds  and  barring  defendants  from 
any  claim  under  them.  After  judgment  an  order  was  entered 
to  pay  defendant  Sanborn  Land  Company  all  the  money  so 
deposited  upon  its  filing  bond  c<Hiditioned  on  repayment  of 
any  sum  that  may  hereafter  finally  be  determined  should  be 
returned  to  the  plaintiff.  This  appeal  is  taken  from  the  judg- 
ment by  plaintiff. 

Samuel  Shaw,  for  the  appellant 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Sanborn,  Lamoreux 
&  Proftf,  and  oral  aigiunent  by  A.  ^Y.  Sa/nbom. 

DopaB,  J.  The  appellant's  principal  contention  upon  this 
appeal  is  that  the  defendant,  who  held  the  ostensible  tax  titles 
on  the  naortgaged  property,  having  acquired  the  fee  title, 
which  was  burdened  with  the  duty  of  paying  aU  taxes,  is  not 
entitled  to  receive  anything  as  a  condition  of  declaring 
plaintiff^s  mortgage  interest  free  from  the  defendant's  tax 
liens.  That  contention  is,  however,  in  contradiction  of  the 
express  decision  of  this  court  upon  the  former  appeal  to  the 
effect  that,  as  a  condition  of  canceling  those  tax  deeds, 
plaintiff  should  repay  the  cost  and  taxes  with  fifteen  per  cent. 
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interest.  That  decision  is  the  law  of  the  case,  and  must 
control,  whether  right  or  wrong.  Cole  v.  Clarke,  3  Wis.  323 ;. 
McCord  V.  HiU,  117  Wis.  306,  94  N.  W.  66;  State  v.  Wis. 
Cent.  B.  Co.  133  Wis.  478,  113  N.  W.  952;  Steele  v.  Kom, 
137  Wis.  51,  120  N.  W.  261. 

It  is  also  claimed,  however,  that  the  order  of  the  trial  court 
went  further  than  required  by  this  mandate,  for  that  the  latter 
only  commands  that  there  shall  be  paid  all  ''subsequent  taxes 
paid  by  the  tax-title  claimants/^  and  that  taxes  paid  after 
November,  1902,  by  the  Sanborn  Land  Compa/ny,  when  it 
held  the  fee  title  subject  to  a  duty  to  pay  taxes,  cannot  be 
deemed  to  have  b^en  paid  by  it  as  the  tax-title  daimant, 
although  it  also  held  certain  tax  liens.  But  the  order  for 
payment  includes  those  subsequent  taxes.  We  see  no  escape 
from  this  contention  of  plaintiff.  The  law  is  well  settled  that 
expenditure  of  money  for  taxes  by  the  holder  of  the  fee  title 
will  be  deemed  a  payment  of  the  tax,  and  especially  so  as 
against  a  mortgagee  whose  mortgage  requires  the  holder  of 
the  equity  of  redemption  to  pay  all  taxes.  In  such  case  the 
owner  of  the  equity  of  redemption  cannot  be  allowed,  as 
against  the  mortgagee,  to  ascribe  such  payment  to  his  attitude 
as  tax-title  claimant,  especially  where  the  tax  title  is  void, 
as  a  title,  and  effective  merely  as  a  lien.  Smith  v.  Lewis, 
20  Wis.  350,  354;  Avery  v.  Judd,  21  Wis.  262;  Hm  v. 
Buffinffton,  106  Wis.  525,  535,  82  N.  W.  712;  AUenv.  Allen, 
114  Wis.  615,  630,  91  N.  W.  218.  This  would  be  the  meas- 
ure of  the  legal  rights  of  the  parties  under  sec.  1210^,  Stats. 
(1898),  and  it  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  the  mandate  of  this 
court  was  intended  to  extend  any  further,  in  the  absence  of 
clear  and  unambiguous  language.  At  the  time  of  the  former 
decision  there  had  been  no  showing  that  any  taxes  had  been 
paid  subsequent  to  the  commencement  of  the  suit  in  Novem- 
ber, 1902,  or  that  the  defendant  claimed  reimbursement  of 
any  such  taxes,  and,  while  the  court  was  informed  of  the  fact 
that  the  fee  title  had  been  acquired  by  the  Sanborn  Lan£ 
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Company,  and  might  have  inferred  that  prabably  somebody 
had  paid  taxes  between  1902  and  April,  1908,  when  the 
decision  in  this  oonrt  was  rendered,  yet,  in  the  absence  of 
assertion  of  any  such  claim,  there  is  no  necessary  implication 
that  the  words  of  the  mandate  were  intended  to  include  sub- 
sequent taxes  paid  by  the  holder  of  the  fee  title.  We  there- 
fore conclude  that  the  plaintiflF  was  not  required,  either  by 
sec  1210A.  or  by  the  mandate  on  former  appeal,  to  reimburse 
the  defendant  for  any  payment  of  taxes  made  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  suit,  and  that  the  order  requiring  it  is 
erroneous. 

Bespondent  protests  that  any  error  in  this  regard  is  ex- 
cluded from  consideration  on  this  appeal  by  failure  of  the 
plaintiff  to  reserve  any  exceptions  or  to  settle  a  bill  of  excep- 
tions containing  all  the  evidence.  These  omissions  exists  and 
have  occasioned  us  much  embarrassment.  We  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  record  discloses  the  error,  although  perhaps  not 
in  its  exact  extent  The  report  of  the  referee,  which  is  part 
of  the  record,  expressly  states  that  in  the  sum  of  $3,675.46, 
found  to  be  due  the  defendant  up  to  July  8, 1908,  is  included 
all  taxes  for  the  years  1895  to  1907,  also  that  the  total 
amount  necessary  to  redeem  on  I^ovember  15, 1902,  was  only 
$1,486.91.  The  order  of  the  court  is  expressly  founded 
upon,  and  confirms  and  adopts,  the  report  of  the  referee. 
This  order  is  one  obviously  involving  the  merits  and  whidi 
necessarily  affects  the  judgment,  and  therefore,  by  virtue  of 
sec  2898,  Stats.  (1898),  is  part  of  the  judgment  roll  and 
of  the  record,  and  by  virtue  of  sec  3070,  Stats.  (1898),  may 
be  reviewed  upon  appeal,  whether  excepted  to  or  not  The 
facts  found  are  not  questioned,  but  merely  the  conclusion  of 
law,  reviewable  without  exception.  It  clearly  appears  from 
the  record,  therefore,  that  the  appellant  was  erroneously 
compelled  to  pay  the  amount  of  all  taxes  assessed  for  the 
years  1902  to  1907,  inclusive,  with  fifteen  per  cent  interest 
thereon  up  to  the  16th  of  December,  1908.     The  amount 
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thereof  miLSt  be  ascertained  and  refunded  to  appellant  with 
six  per  cent,  interest  from  the  date  when  respondent  received 
the  same,  apparently  March  6,  1909.  This  can  probably  be 
best  accomplished  by  a  direct  order^  when  the  amount  is 
ascertained^  commanding  the  repayment^  enforceable  eiUier 
under  the  contempt  powers  of  the  court  or  by  authorizing 
suit  upon  the  bond  filed  by  respondent  This  can  probably 
be  done  without  disturbing  thejudgmOTit,  which,  after  such 
repayment  is  accomplished,  correctly  adjudicates  the  rights 
of  the  parties. 

The  printed  case  on  this  appeal  is  in  no  sense  a  compli- 
ance with  Supreme  Court  Itule  6,  requiring  it  to  contain 
'^an  abridgment  of  the  record  so  far  as  necessary  to  present 
the  questions  for  decision."  It  contains-  many  pages  of 
wholly  irrelevant  matter  by  no  means  necessary  or  pertinent 
to  the  questions  brought  up  on  appeal,  and  it  fails  to  contain 
many  essential  parts  of  the  record,  wheiieby  this  court  has 
be^i  driven,  at  the  expense  of  much  time  and  labor,  to  a 
search  through  the  manuscript  record.  Kule  44  prohibits 
the  allowance  of  costs  for  such  case. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed,  and  causa  remanded 
for  further  proceedings  in  accordance  vnXh  this  opinion. 
Appellant  to  recover  costs,  except  for  printing  case. 


EuNZA,  by  guardian  ad  lUem,  Appellant,  tb.  Chicago  & 
NoBTHWBSTEBN  Eailway  Compant,  Bespondeut. 

October  e — October  26, 1909. 

Railroads:  Injury  to  employee  ridinff  on  engine:  Relation  of  parties: 
Line  of  duty:  Contributory  and  comparative  negligence:  Quee- 
tions  for  jury, 

1.  Where,  either  by  necessary  Implication  or  by  the  terms  of  his 
contract  of  service,  a  railway  employee  is  required  to  travel  on 
the  trains  of  the  company  to  or  from  the  plaos  or  places  of  hla 


26]  AUGUST  TERM,  1909.  441 

Kunza  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Ca  140  Wis.  440. 

active  duty,  he  Is  deemed  to  be  in  the  service  of  his  employer 
while  BO  traveling,  if  he  be  in  the  proper  place  upon  the  train. 

2.  If  such  an  employee  knew  or  ought  to  have  known  that  he  had 

no  right  to  ride  on  the  engine;  but  voluntarily  and  without  per- 
mission went  there  for  his  own  purposes^  he  could  not  be  con- 
sidered ae  asL  employee  while  so  riding,  but  as  a  trespasser,  or 
at  most  a  licensee. 

3.  Whether  in  this  case  the  plaintiff,  a  pumper  whose  duties  re- 

quired him  to  ride  back  and  forth  diaily  on  trains  between 
pumping  stations,  and  who  was  injured  by  a  collision  while 
riding  on  the  engine,  was  justified  in  believing  that  he  was 
entitled  to  ride  on  the  engine  if  he  chose  to  do  so,  Is  held,  upon 
the  evidence,  to  have  been  a  question  for  the  jury. 

4.  If  in  such  case  plaintiff  bellered  and  wa»  justified  in  believing 

that  he  was  entitled  to  ride  on  the  engine  while  traveling  be- 
tween stations  as  his  duties  required,  he  was  while  so  riding 
a  servant  of  the  railway  company  and  "engaged  in  the  line  of 
his  duty  as  such,'*  within  the  meaning  of  subd.  2,  see.  1S16, 
Stats.  (Laws  of  1987,  ch.  254),  even  though  he  at  times  volun- 
tarily or  by  request  did  firing  for  the  engineer;  and  the  jury 
should  then  determine  whether  he  was  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence  in  so  riding  instead  of  riding  in  the  caboose  as  he 
might  have  done  on  the  occasion  in  question,  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  negligienoe  was  slighter  or  g^reater  than  the  negligence  of 
another  employee  which  caused  the  collision. 

SiEBECKEB,  J.,  dissents  in  part,  being  of  the  opinion  that,  upon 
the  established  facts,  as  matter  of  law  the  plaintiff  bad  a  right 
to  ride  on  the  engine  and  was  not  guilty  of  negligenee  in  so 
doing. 

Appeai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Lang- 
lade  county :  John  Ooodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

Action  for  personal  injuries.  In  1907  and  1908  the  de- 
fendant maintained  gasoline  pumping  engines  at  two  of  its 
stations  on  the  Ashland  division^  about  fifteen  miles  apart^ 
viz.,  Monico  Junction  and  Summit  Lake^  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  its  tanks  with  water.  In  August,  1907,  the 
plaintiff,  a  young  man  eighteen  years  of  age,  was  employed 
to  operate  the  two  engines.  The  plaintiff  lived  at  Summit 
Lake,  and  his  duty  was  to  go  to  Monico  Junction  daily  and 
operate  that  engine  half  a  day,  and  to  return  to  Sunmiit 
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Lake  and  operate  that  engine  half  a  day.  He  was  to  receive 
$35  a  month  and  transportation  back  and  forth,  and  the 
company  gave  him  a  pass  reading:  "Pass  one  pumper,  pump 
man  on  AsL  Div.  bet.  Summit  Lake  and  Monico  Jet  and 
Crandon  until  December  31st^  1908,  subject  to  conditions 
on  the  back.''  The  plai&tiff  performed  his  duties  as  pumper 
continuously  from  the  time  of  his  hiring  until  March  5, 
1908,  and  rode  back  and  forth  daily  on  the  trains  of  the 
company,  sometimes  riding  on  passenger  trains,  sometimes 
on  regular  freight  trains,  and  sometimes  on  extra  freight 
trains,  as  occasion  served.  When  riding  on  f  rei^t  trains  he 
sometimes  rode  in  the  caboose,  but  generally  in  the  eab  of 
the  engine  with  the  engineer.  While  so  riding  he  frequently 
acted  as  fireman,  either  of  his  own  volition  or  at  request  of 
the  engineer.  He  wished  to  become  a  fireman,  and  hence 
was  glad  to  act  as  such.  While  so  riding  in  the  engine  he 
was  frequently  seen  by  the  various  conductors,  but  no  objec- 
tion was  ever  made  to  his  being  so  carried.  A  rule  of  the 
company  forbade  any  person  riding  in  the  engine  save  the 
engineer  and  fireman  without-  a  permit  from  certain  officials, 
but  the  plaintiff  did  not  know  of  the  rule. 

On  the  evening  of  March  5,  1908,  the  plaintiff,  having 
completed  his  pumping  at  Monico  Junction  for  the  day, 
boarded  the  engine  of  defendant's  south-bound  freight  train 
at  that  place  and  rode  southward  until  a  head-end  collision 
occurred  with  another  freight  train,  caused  by  the  negligent 
failure  of  a  telegraph  operator  at  Pelican  station  to  deliver 
a  train  order.  In  this  collision  plaintiff  was  caught  in  the 
gangway  between  the  engine  and  the  tender  and  so  badly 
injured  that  his  leg  had  to  be  amputated.  At  the  close  of 
the  evidence  the  trial  judge  directed  a  verdict  for  the  de- 
fendant on  these  facts,  and  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Morson  &  Mc- 
Mdhon,  attorneys,  and  Krevizer,  Bird,  Rosenberry  &  Oho- 
neski,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  8,  J.  McMahon  and 
C.  B.  Bird. 
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William  O.  Wheeler,  for  the  respondentb 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  October  26,  1909: 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.    The  respondent's  first  claim  in  support 
of  the  judgment  is  that  as  a  matter  of  law  the  plaintiff, 
while  riding  upon  the  engine,  was  a  trespasser.    We  cannot 
agree  with  this  contention-     The  weight  of  authority  is  to 
the  effect  that  had  he  been  riding  in  the  caboose  or  a  pas- 
senger car  he  would  have  been  a  co-employee  with  the  train 
crew  and  the  telegraph  operator.    His  contract  for  transpor- 
tation was  a  part  of  his  contract  of  service,  and  while  being 
transported  in  the  cars  of  the  company  in  the  necessary 
transaction  of  his  duty  as  pumper  he  was  as  much  in  ±e 
service  of  the  company  as  when  he  was  engaged  in  operating^ 
one  of  the  pumping  engines.     The  authorities  to  this  effect 
are  quite  numerous  and  fairly  unanimous.     They  will  be 
found  collated  in  the  opinion  of  Judge  Lueton  in  Louis- 
mile  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  Stuber,  108  Fed.  934,  48  C.  0.  A.  149, 
54  L.  R.  A-  696.    In  order  to  perform  his  duties  at  the  two- 
stations  the  plaintiff  was  required  to  make  the  trips  back 
and  forth  each  day,  and  was  expected  and  really  obliged  to 
make  the  trips  on  the  cars  of  the  company.    He  was  serving 
the  company  as  fully  and  completely  while  he  was  riding 
from  one  station  to  the  other  in  order  that  he  might  operate 
the  pump  at  the  latter  station  as  he  was  while  he  was  actu- 
ally operating  the  pump.     In  the  case  of  Evmld  v.  C.  <£  N, 
W.  R.  Co.  70  Wis.  420,  36  K  W.  12,  691,  this  court  held 
that  an  engine  wiper  while  going  to  his  work  over  a  cus- 
tomary pathway  through  the  company's  yard  was  actually 
engaged  in  the  service  of  the  company,  so  that  the  trainmen 
who  were  moving  a  freight  train  in  the  yard  were  his  co- 
employees.     In  the  opinion  in  this  case  many  of  the  cases 
relied  upon  in  the  Stuber  Case  are  cited  and  relied  upon  as 
sustaining  the  position  of  the  oourt^  and  indeed  there  would 
seem  to  be  no  doubt  that  they  are  quite  analogous.    In  brief,. 
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tlie  principle  is  that  wfaere^  either  by  necessary  implication 
or  by  the  terms  of  his  contract  of  service,  a  railway  employee 
is  required  to  travel  on  the  trains  of  the  company  to  or  from 
the  place  or  places  of  his  active  duty,  he  is  deemed  to  be  in 
the  service  of  his  employer  while  so  traveling,  if  he  be  in 
the  proper  place  upon  the  train. 

So  the  initial  question  here  is  whether  the  plaintiff  was 
riding  in  a  proper  place  at  the  time  he  was  hurt  If  he 
knew,  or  ou^t  under  the  circumstances  to  have  known,  that 
he  had  no  right  to  ride  in  the  engine  cab,  but  voluntarily  and 
without  permission  went  there  for  his  own  purposes,  doubt- 
less he  could  not  be  considered  an  employee  while  so  riding, 
but  a  trespasser,  or  at  most  a  licensee.  It  is  said  that  a 
passenger  who  chooses  to  ride  on  the  engine  instead  of  in 
the  passenger  car  or  caboose  loses  his  character  as  a  passen- 
ger and  becomes  a  mere  licensee,  even  when  he  does  it  by 
permission  of  the  conductor.  Files  v.  B.  &  A.  B.  Co*  149 
Mass.  204,  21  N.  E.  311.  This  court,  however,  has  not  so 
held.  The  case  of  Leasum  v.  G,  B,  &  ir.  iJ.  B.  138  Wis, 
593,  120  N.  W.  510,  is  somewhat  analogous.  In  that  case 
a  stock  owner,  entitled  by  contract  to  ride  on  a  frei^t  train 
in  charge  of  his  stock,  voluntarily  rode  in  the  car  with  his 
stock  instead  of  in  the  caboose,  and  there  was  evid«ice  tend- 
ing to  show  that  he  did  so  with  the  knowledge  and  approval 
of  the  conductor  and  brakeman,  and  it  was  held  that  it  was 
a  jury  question  whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he  was 
not  justified  in  believing  himself  entitled  to  ride  in  the 
freight  car. 

Employees  of  the  company  frequently  are  expected  and 
compelled  to  ride  upon  engines,  freiglit  cars,  foot-boarda, 
and  ladders  in  order  to  successfully  perform  their  duties. 
In  the  present  case  it  was  quite  apparent  that  it  was  not 
expected  that  the  plaintiff  should  always  wait  for  a  passen- 
ger car  or  caboose  to  draw  up  by  the  side  of  his  pump  house 
before  he  made  his  trip  from  station  to  station.    His  prime 
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duty  was  to  operate  the  pumps  at  each  station  daily,  and  in 
order  to  get  from  one  post  of  duty  to  the  other  he  was  not 
expected  to  pick  and  choose  his  train,  but  tdke  that  which 
best  served  the  purpose,  whether  it  were  paesenger,  regular 
freight,  or  extra  freight;  indeed,  it  appears  that  he  some- 
times rode  in  a  light  engine  running  alone. 

The  evidence  shows,  or  tends  to  show,  that  the  plaintiff's 
father,  who  held  the  same  position  immediately  prior  to  the 
plaintiiPs  employment,  was  accustomed  to  ride  on  passenger 
cars,  freight  cabooses,  or  engines,  as  occasion  served,  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  plaintiff;  that  when  the  plaintiff  went  to 
work,  at  about  eighteen  years  of  age,  he  was  given  no  instruc- 
tions as  to  where  he  should  ride ;  that  he  was  not  informed 
of  any  rule  prohibiting  employees  from  riding  in  the  engine 
and  knew  nothing  of  such  a  rule;  that  immediately  after 
lie  commenced  his  work  he  began  to  ride  on  the  engines  of 
freight  trains  with  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  various 
engineers  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  conductors ;  that  he 
frequently  helped  to  fire  the  engine,  either  by  request  of  the 
engineer  or  of  his  own  volition;  that  this  practice  kept  up 
continuously  during  his  whole  term  of  service  without  ob- 
jection by  any  of  defendant's  oflScials;  that  it  was  sometimes 
necessary  for  the  plaintiff,  in  order  to  ride  on  a  freight  train 
at  all,  to  get  on  the  engine,  because  when  the  caboose  passed 
his  pumphouse  the  train  would  be  going  too  fast  for  him  to 
board  it;  and  that  most  of  his  riding  back  and  forth  was 
done  on  the  engines  of  freight  trains. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  think  it  was  a  question  for 
the  jury  to  determine  whether,  considering  all  the  facts  sur- 
rounding his  contract  of  service  and  his  employment  there- 
imder,  the  plaintiff  was  justified  in  believing  that  he  was 
entitled  to  ride  on  the  engine  if  he  chose  to  do  so.  If  the 
jury  should  so  find,  and  further  find  that  he  did  so  believe 
at  the  time  in  question,  vjre  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
plaintiff,  while  so  riding  on  the  evening  in  question,  ^as 
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legally  in  the  employment  of  the  defendant  and  in  the  line 
of  his  duty,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  at  times  volun- 
tarily or  by  request  did  firing  for  the  engineer. 

Should  the  jury  answer  these  questions  in  the  plaintiff's 
favor  the  fact  would  thereby  be  established  that  the  plaintiff 
was  a  servant  "engaged  in  the  line  of  his  duty  as  such"  at 
the  time  of  his  injury  within  the  meaning  of  subd.  2, 
sec.  1816^  Stats.  (1898),  as  amended  by  ch.  254,  Laws  of 
1907,  and  the  jury  would  then  ,be  required  to  determine 
whether  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence 
in  riding  in  the  engine  as  he  did,  instead  of  in  the  caboose 
as  he  might  have  done  on  the  evening  in  question,  and,  if 
€0,  whether  such  negligence  was  slighter  or  greater  than  the 
negligence  of  the  telegraph  operator  who  failed  to  deliver 
or  transmit  Hie  train  order. 

It  is  not  deemed  necessary  to  discuss  at  length  Uie  detail 
errors  alleged.  The  foregoing  discussion  of  the  case  quite 
dearly  indicates  the  course  which  should  be  pursued  when 
the  retrial  takes  place. 

By  the  Court, — Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  triaL 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  November  30,  1909 : 

SiEBEOKEB,  J.  {concurring  as  to  reversal  but  dissenting 
as  to  question  for  jury).  While  I  concur  in  the  reversal  I 
must  dissent  from  the  decision  requiring  submission  of  the 
question  of  plaintiff's  contributory  negligence  to  the  jury. 

The  court  holds  that  the  contract  of  employment  require<l 
the  plaintiff  to  ride  back  and  forth  between  the  stations  and 
to  use  the  facilities  provided  by  the  railway  company.  His 
predecessor  had  customarily  ridden  on  the  engine.  The  oflS- 
cials  of  the  company  in  charge  of  trains  or  engines  and 
having  authority  to  compel  the  plaintiff  to  ride  in  some  par- 
ticular place  on  a  train  not  only  permitted  but  invited  him 
to  ride  on  the  engine.     Under  the  employment  particular 
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trains  or  any  specific  place  on  the  trains  had  not  been  des- 
ignated for  him  in  which  to  ride.  It  was  proper  for  him  to 
use  a  freight^  passenger^  extra,  or  whatsoever  train  would 
carry  him  between  the  stations,  and  under  the  circumstances 
the  plaintiff  practically  was  instructed  to  take  the  place  on 
whatever  transportation  was  provided  by  the  company  which 
would  best  suit  his  convenience.  In  the  opinion  of  the  court 
it  is  stated :  "Employees  of  railway  companies  frequently  are 
expected  and  compelled  to  ride  upon  engines,  freight  cars, 
f ootrboards,  and  ladders  in  order  to  successfully  perform  their 
duties/'  In  my  opinion  the  facts  of  this  case  establish  a  con- 
tract between  the  parties  which  at  times  required  the  plaintiff 
to  ride  upon  the  engine.  Under  the  circumstances  and  con- 
ditions of  plaintiff's  employment  it  results  as  a  matter  of  law 
that  the  plaintiff  was  within  his  legal  right  in  selecting  the 
place  on  the  engine  on  this  trip,  and  in  my  opinion  the  jury 
should  have  been  so  instructed.  This  would  eliminate  all 
question  of  his  contributory  n^ligence  as  to  the  injury,  for 
I  take  it  that  no  claim  of  contributory  negligence  is  made  ex- 
cept that  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  negligence  in  selecting  the 
place  on  Ae  engine  for  this  particular  trip.  If  the  plaintiff 
was  ordinarily  or  customarily  lawf  idly  riding  on  the  engine, 
then  he  could  not  have  been  negligent  in  selecting  it  for  this 
trip,  and  he  was  entitled  to  protection  against  the  negligence 
attributable  to  the  company. 

These  considerations  lead  me  to  the  conclusion  that,  under 
the  facts  shown,  the  plaintiff  could  not  be  deemed  guilty  of 
negligence  in  riding  on  the  engine,  and  the  court  should  have 
so  held.  Under  the  evidence  the  question  of  the  defendant's 
negligence  and  the  amount  of  the  plaintiff's  damages  were 
the  only  issues  to  be  tried.  Lucas  v,  M.  4c  St.  P.  R,  Co.  33 
Wis.  41 ;  Eaton  v.  D.,  L,  &  W.  R.  Co.  57  K  T.  382 ;  Miller 
V.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  136  Wis.  247,  115  K  W.  794; 
Leasvm  v.  O.  B.  &  F.  R.  R.  138  Wis.  593,  120  N.  W.  510; 
L.  R.  dc  Ft  8.  R.  Co.  V.  Miles,  40  Ark.  298. 
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Stat^  ex  bei..  Noethwestbrn  Coal  IJailway  Company, 
Appellant,  vs.  Willcuts,  City  Clerk,  Respondent 

October  e-^eiober  86,  1909, 

Certiorari:    TaxaiUm:  Railroads:  Property  devoted  to  public  use: 

Common  carriers, 

1.  The  question  of  the  jurladlction  of  a  board  of  review  to  assess 

property  for  local  taxation  may  be  raised  on  certiorari. 

2.  Property  of  a  railway  company  necessarily  used  in  operating  its 

road  is  exempt  from  local  taxation  under  sea  1215 — 26,  Stats. 
(Supp.  1906),  if  the  use  to  which  It  is  applied  is  a  public  use 
under  the  articles  of  Incorporation  and  charter  of  the  company. 

3.  Whether  the  property  of  a  railway  company  Is  devoted  to  a  pub- 

lic use  is  not  determined  by  the  extent  of  the  use  but  by  the 
right  of  the  public  generally  to  use  it  and  the  fact  that  it  is 
used  by  all  who  desire  to  do  so. 

4.  The  mere  fact  that  a  large  part  of  the  business  done  by  a  railway 

company  Is  done  for  a  coal  company  owned  and  controlled  by 
practically  the  same  persons,  does  not  deprive  the  railway  com- 
pany of  its  character  as  a  common  carrier  or  render  its  prop- 
erty devoted  to  a  private  use,  so  long  as  it  was  in  fact  organized 
as  a  common  carrier  and  serves  the  public  in  that  capacity,  al- 
though  location  and  conditions  limit  the  extent  of  such  service. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Doug- 
las county :  A.  J.  Vin jb,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  a  judgment  quashing  a  writ  of  cer^ 
iiorari.  The  writ  was  issued  to  review  an  assessment  of 
plaintiflF's  property  in  the  city  of  Superior.  The  city  clcA 
of  the  city  of  Superior  made  return  to  the  writ  showing  the 
action  of  the  hoard  of  review  respecting  the  aasessment,  in- 
cluding the  evidence  taken  before  the  board. 

It  appears  from  the  record  before  the  court  on  motion  to 
quash  that  the  assessors  entered,  upon  the  assessment  roll  for 
1908  lands  and  personal  property  used  by  the  appellant  in 
the  operation  of  its  railroad  in  the  city  of  Superior;  that  the 
property  consisted  mainly  of  land  on  which  the  railroad  was 
constructed,  side  tracks,  a  roundhouse  for  storing  engines, 
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and  a  scalehouse  containing  railroad  scales  and  two  locomo- 
tives ;  that  the  incorporators  of  the  plaintiff  company  duly  in- 
corporated for  the  purpose  of  constructing,  maintaining,  and 
operating  the  railroad  in  question  for  the  carriage  of  freight 
and  passengers,  and  a  patent  was  duly  issued  to  plaintiff  un- 
der said  articles  of  incorporation  in  December,  1892,  author- 
izing plaintiff  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  railroad 
for  public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  persons  and  property  from 
a  point  on  Allouez  Bay  at  or  near  the  mouth  of  the  Kemadji 
river  in  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  to  some  point  on  the 
St.  Louis  river  on  the  boundary  line  of  the  state  in  section  1, 
town  48,  range  15,  Douglas  county,  a  distance  of  about  twelve 
miles ;  the  plaintiff  paid  into  thq  state  treasury  of  the  state 
of  Wisconsin  the  license  fee  required  by  law,  and  in  March, 
1908,  a  license  was  issued  to  plaintiff  to  operate  its  railroad 
from  January  1  to  December  31,  1908,  according  to  law ;  that 
the  plaintiff  has  been  assessed  by  the  state  board  of  assess- 
ment during  the  years  the  state  board  has  been  in  existence, 
and  previous  to  that  time  paid  a  license  to  the  state  for  the 
operation  of  the  railroad  in  question;  that  the  plaintiff  has 
rendered  reports  to  the  railroad  commission  on  its  property 
since  June,  1901,  and  made  reports  to  the  interstate  com- 
merce commission  since  that  time;  that  the  plaintiff  has  a 
tariff  of  rates  prepared  on  the  transfer  of  coal  to  connecting 
lines,  which  rate  is  posted  as  requested  by  the  interstate  com- 
merce commission  and  the  railroad  commission;  that  the 
property  of  the  plaintiff  is  shown  on  the  statement  issued  by 
the  state  board  of  taxation,  showing  valuation  placed  upon 
railroads  in  the  state  for  the  year  1908,  and  is  the  same  prop- 
erty in  question ;  that  this  property  was  acquired  by  plaintiff 
soon  after  its  organization,  partly  by  purchase  and  partly  by 
condemnation. 

It  further  appears  that  originally  the  road  extended  to  the 
St  Louis  river,  and  in  1899  a  part  of  ihe  road  was  sold  to 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company;  that  the  road  now 
Vol.  140—29 
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owned  by  the  plaintiff  is  used  for  the  transportation  of  freight 
principally;  that  it  accepts  any  business  that  is  offered  and 
connects  with  the  Great  Northern,  Duluth,  South  Shore  & 
Atlantic,  Omaha,  and  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Companies ; 
that  its  manner  of  handling  freight  is  similar  to  that  of  other 
terminal  companies,  ninety  to  ninety-five  per  cent  or  more 
of  which  business  is  the  transportation  of  coal ;  that  the  north- 
em  terminus  of  the  road  is  the  coal  dock,  the  other  connecting 
with  other  lines  of  railroad  in  the  city  of  Superior;  that  the 
company  has  about  eight  miles  of  track,  including  switdi 
tracks,  the  main  line  being  a  trifle  less  than  three  miles ;  that 
plaintiff  owns  the  coal  dock  which  is  operated  by  the  Pitts- 
burgh Coal  Company  of  Wisconsin ;  that  the  principal  busi- 
ness of  plaintiff  is  securing  empty^  cars,  taking  them  to  the 
dock,  and  returning  them  loaded  with  coal  to  the  connecting 
railroads;  that  the  coal  is  received  at  the  dock  from  boats, 
but  all  coal  received  at  the  dock  is  not  received  by  the  Pitts- 
burgh Coal  Company;  that  the  dock  at  various  times  has  han- 
dled coal  for  other  parties  than  the  Pittsburgh  Coal  Company, 
but  the  bulk  of  the  coal  is  received  by  said  company;  that 
plaintiff  handled  about  5,000  tons  which  was  not  purchased 
from  nor  sold  by  the  Pittsburgh  Coal  Company ;  that  plaint- 
iff's tariff  rate  covered  nothing  but  coal ;  that  it  had  no  depot 
and  no  cars  of  any  kind,  but  had  an  office  building;  that 
plaintiff  is  a  separate  corporation  from  the  Pittsburgh  Coal 
Company,  but  the  ownership  of  the  stock  is  practically  the 
same;  that  the  connecting  lines  of  railroad  paid  plaintiff's 
charge  for  switching  coal  and  its  side  tracks  were  used  for 
storing  loaded  and  empty  cars;  that  plaintiff's  road  would 
accept  any  freight  or  passengers  or  anything  else — any  kind 
of  cars  that  is  presented  for  transportation — and  has  handled 
passenger  cars. 

The  property  used  in  operating  plaintiff  road  having  been 
assessed  by  the  city  of  Superior  for  local  taxation  by  the  board 
of  review,  this  proceeding  was  brought  to  vacate  and  set  aside 
the  assessment. 
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For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Grace  dc  Hvdnall, 
and  oral  argument  by  O.  B.  HudnalL 
Thos.  E,  Lyons,  for  the  respondent. 

Kebwin,  J.  The  sole  question  upon  this  appeal  is.  Was 
the  property  of  the  plaintiff  taxable  by  the  city  of  Superior  t 
This  question  turns  on  whether  the  property  is  exempt  from 
taxation  imder  the  statute  because  of  its  being  used  for  rail- 
road purposes.  It  is  the  contention  of  respondent  that  the 
railroad  of  plaintiff  is  not  operated  for  public  use  and  is  not 
a  common  carrier;  therefore  its  property  is  subject  to  local 
taxation.  The  plaintiff  was  organized  under  ch.  87  of  the 
statutes  of  this  state  for  public  purposes — ^f or  the  carriage  of 
freight  and  passengers.  No  question  is  made  upon  this  point, 
but  it  is  insisted  that  it  is  operating  its  railroad  for  a  private 
and  not  a  public  purpose;  therefore  its  property  so  used  is 
subject  to  local  taxation.  It  may  be  conceded,  as  insisted  by 
respondent,  that  certiorari  reaches  only  jurisdictional  errors ; 
therefore,  unless  the  property  put  upon  the  assessment  roll 
was  not  subject  to  taxation,  the  judgment  below  was  right. 
The  facts  aa  they  appear  from  the  record  are  undisputed; 
therefore  the  question  is  sharply  raised  whether  the  board  of 
review  was  acting  without  jurisdiction  in  assessing  the  prop- 
erty of  the  appellant,  and  this  question  may  be  raised  by  cer- 
tiorari proceedings.  State  ex  rel.  Augusta  v.  Loshy,  115  Wis. 
67,  90  N.  W.  188 ;  State  ex  rel.  N.  C.  Foster  L.  Co.  v.  WUr 
liams,  123  Wis.  61,  100  N.  W.  1048. 

Prior  to  the  present  railway  tax  law,  "the  tracks,  right  of 
way,  depot  grounds,  buildings,  machine  shops,  rolling  stock, 
and  all  other  property  necessarily  used  in  operating  any  rail- 
road in  this  state  belonging  to  any  railroad  company"  have 
been  exempt  from  local  taxation.  Subd.  14,  sec.  1038,  Stats. 
(1898).  Sec.  1215—25,  Stats.  (Supp.  1906),  provides  that 
"the  tax  and  license  fees  imposed  by  this  act  shall  be  in 
lieu  of  all  other  taxes  on  the  property  of  such  railroad  com- 
panies, necessarily  used  in  the  operation  of  said  railroads  in 
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this  state."    So,  under  the  law  in  relation  to  the  subject  under 
consideration,  the  question  is  whether  the  property  is  neces- 
sarily used  for  a  public  or  gt^<m-public  purpose  in  order  to 
enable  the  plaintiff  to  perform  its  duty  as  a  common  carrier, 
and  whether  it  was  in  1908  used  for  such  purpose.     Dvluth, 
S,  S.  <&  A.  R.  Co.  V.  Douglas  Co.  103  Wis.  75,  79  N.  W.  34; 
Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  v.  Douglas  Co.  122  Wis.  273, 
90  ]Sr.  W.  1030 ;  Uerrill  R.  <6  L.  Co.  v.  Merrill,  119  Wis.  249, 
96  N.  W-  686.    The  property  owned  by  the  plaintiff  and  at- 
tempted to  be  taxed  by  the  city  of  Superior  was  neoessaiy  to 
enable  the  plaintiff  to  carry  out  its  franchise  obligations^  and 
was  therefore  not  subject  to  taxation  if  the  use  to  which  it 
was  applied  was  a  public  use  under  the  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion and  charter  of  plaintiff.     Chicago  &  )V.  W.  R.  Co.  v. 
Forest  Co.  95  Wis.  80,  70  N.  W.  77 ;  Chicago,  M.  <£  St.  P.  R. 
Co.  V.  Milwaukee,  89  Wis.  506,  62  N.  W.  417 ;  Wa^bum  v. 
Washburn  W.  Co.  120  Wis.  575,  98  N.  W.  639 ;  In  re  MU- 
waukee  S.  R.  Co.  124  Wis.  490,  102  N.  W.  401.     It  is  with- 
out dispute  that  plaintiff  was  regularly  organized  under  ch.  87 
for  a  public  purpose,  namely,  to  carry  freight  and  passengers, 
and  a  charter  granted  from  the  state  for  such  purpose,  and 
annually  from  the  time  of  its  organization  received  a  license 
from  the  state  to  operate  its  road  and  paid  the  license  fees. 
But  the  argument  is  that  it  was  doing  a  private  business. 
This  argument  is  based  upon  the  ground  that  its  principal 
business  is  not  a  general  railroad  business  for  the  carriage  of 
freight  and  passengers,  but  is  a  private  business.     Several 
cases  are  cited  by  respondents,  but  we  shall  refer  to  those  only 
in  this  court,  and  think  it  will  be  seen  that  they  are  not  con- 
troll  in/i:  in  the  case  now  before  us. 

In  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Oslikosh,  A.  <£  B.  W.  R.  Co. 
107  Wis.  192,  83  N.  W^  294,  the  corporation  was  organized 
to  carry  persons  only,  not  passengers  and  freight^  and  it  was 
held  that  the  statute  does  not  authorize  organizations  to  carry 
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passengers  only;  hence  the  articles  did  not  show  that  the  cor- 
poration was  a  common  carrier.  Maginnis  v.  Knickerbocker 
/.  Co.  112  Wis.  385,  88  X.  W.  300,  is  a  case  where  the  rail- 
road company  was  organized  as  a  purely  private  enterprise; 
therefore  did  not  have  the  power  of  eminent  domain.  To  the 
same  effect  are  McKivergan  v.  Alexander  <&  E.  L.  Co,  124 
Wis.  60,  102  N.  W.  332,  and  Wallman  v.  B.  Cormor  Co.  115 
Wis.  617,  92  N.  W.  374.  And  in  ^Yisconsin  W.  Co.  v.  Wi- 
fians,  85  Wis.  26,  54  IST.  W.  1003,  the  question  was  whether 
the  company  had  the  power  to  condemn  land  under  its  char- 
ter, and  it  was  held  that  the  right  turned"  upon  whether  the 
property  sought  to  be  taken  was  necessary  for  public  use. 

Under  the  rule  laid  down  in  these  cases  it  is  said  that  the 
use  to  which  the  plaintiff's  property  is  put  is  not  a  public  use, 
because  its  principal  business  is  carrying  coal  of  the  Pitts- 
burgh Coal  Company  from  the  dock  owned  by  plaintiff  and 
operated  by  the  coal  company,  and  that  plaintiff  has  no  sta- 
tion or  depot,  and  that  one  end  of  its  line  terminates  at  its 
ooal  dock  and  the  other  where  it  connects  with  the  Northern 
Pacific,  Omaha,  Duluth,  South  Shore  &  Atlantic,  and  Great 
Northern  railway  tracks,  and  that  it  has  no  facilities  for 
handling  passengers,  and  is  so  situated  tliat  it  receives  prac- 
tically no  freight  to  handle  except  coal  from  its  own  dock 
operated  by  the  Pittsburgh  Coal  Company,  the  stock  of  which 
latter  company  is  owned  by  the  same  parties  who  own  and 
control  the  plaintiff  company.  The  mere  fact,  however,  that 
a  large  part  of  the  business  of  plaintiff  was  done  for  the  Pitts- 
burgh Coal  Company  in  which  it  is  interested  did  not  deprive 
plaintiff  of  its  character  of  common  carrier  or  render  its  prop- 
erty devoted  to  a  private  use  so  long  as  it  was  in  fact  organ- 
ized as  a  common  carrier  and  serving  the  public  in  that  ca- 
pacity, although  to  a  limited  extent  because  of  location  and 
conditions  which  limited  such  service.  Kansas  <&  T.  C.  R. 
V.  NoHhwestem  C.  c6  M.  Co.  161  Mo.  288,  61  S.  W.  685 ; 
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Riley  v.  Charleston  U.  S.  Co.  71  S.  C.  457,  51  S.  E,'  485. 
Whether  the  property  of  plaintiff  is  devoted  to  a  public  use 
is  not  determined  by  the  extent  of  the  use,  but  by  the  right 
of  the  publio  generally  to  use  it,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  used 
for  public  purposes  by  all  who  desire  to  use  iL 

Upon  the  admitted  facts  as  they  appear  from  the  record  we 
see  no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  com- 
mon carrier  and  its  property  devoted  to  a  public  use,  and, 
though  limited  in  the  extent  of  such  business,  it  was  doing 
the  business  of  a  common  carrier.     Its  road  and  switch  tracks 
were  subject  to  use  by  aU  the  public.    The  road  carried  for  the 
public  generally  between  its  termini,  the  coal  dod^  and  several 
other  railroads.     It  did  not  have  the  usual  accommodations 
for  carrying  passengers  because  of  location  and  conditions, 
and  because  of  such  location  and  conditions  there  were  no 
passengers  to  carry.     But  it  held  itself  out  ready  and  willing 
to  carry  all  passengers,  and  would  accept  any  passengers  or 
any  kind  of  cars  presented  for  transportation  over  its  line 
without  discrimination.     It  is  true  the  business  was  largely 
freight  and  largely  the  freight  of  the  Pittsburgh  Coal  C<Hn- 
pany,  but  it  is  also  true  that  between  the  termini  of  its  road 
the  plaintiff  served  all  people  alike  without  discrimination 
and  in  compliance  with  law  applicable  to  common  carriers, 
and  it  was  therefore  at  least  doing  the  business  of  a  common 
carrier,  and  ready  and  willing  to  do  all  business  presented  in 
the  locality  it  operated.     It  therefore  stood  on  the  same  basis 
as  any  other  common  carrier  organized  under  the  statute  re- 
specting the  taxation  of  its  property.     Chicago  i6  N.  W.  R, 
Co.  V.  Morehovse,  112  Wis.  1,  87  K  W.  849;  Butte,  A.  £  P, 
R.  Co.  V.  Montana  U.  R.  Co,  16  Mont  504,  41  Pac.  232; 
Chicago,  B.  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  Porter,  43  Minn.  627,  46  N.  W. 
75 ;  State  ex  rel.  Duluth  B.  L.  R,  Co.  v.  District  Coxvrt,  54 
Minn.  34,  55  K  W.  816 ;  Bridal  Veil  L.  Co.  v.  Johnaon, 
30  Oreg.  205,  46  Pac.  790 ;  Kansas  <&  T.  C.  R.  v.  NoHh- 
western  C.  &  M.  Co.  161  Mo.  288,  61  S.  W.  685 ;  Chicago, 
St.  P.,  M.  £  0.  R.  Co.  V.  Douglas  Co.  122  Wis.  273,  9^ 
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K  W.  1030 ;  Didrdh,  S.  S.  &  A.  R.  Co.  v.  Douglas  Co.  103 
Wis.  75,  79  K  W.  34. 

We  are  oonvinced  upon  principle  and  authority  that  the 
plaintiff  is  a  common  carrier,  and  that  the  property  in  ques- 
tion used  in  operating  its  road  was  not  subject  to  taxation  by 
the  city  of  Superior;  therefore  the  judgment  quashing  the 
writ  of  ceHiorari  must  be  reversed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  further  proceedings  ac- 
cording to  law. 


Fosnes,  Appellant^  vs.  Duluth  Stbbbt  Railway  Company, 

Bespondent 

October  e— October  26, 1909. 

Street  raXhoays:  Injury  to  passenger  alighting  from  moving  car:  Con- 
trihutory  negligence:  Presumption  as  to  intelligence. 

1.  Although  a  man  had  recently  come  to  this  country  and  did  not 

speak  English  it  will  be  presumed  that  he  waa  a  man  of  ordi- 
nary Intelligence. 

2.  It  was,  as  matter  of  law,  negligence  for  a  man  of  full  age  and 

ordinary  intelligence,  confronted  with  no  exigency  and  labor- 
Ing  under  no  fright  or  excitement,  to  attempt  to  alight  from  a 
street  cax  which  to  his  knowledge  was  moving  at  the  rate  of 
six  miles  an  hour,  although  the  conductor  had  negligently  failed 
to  stop  the  car  as  requested  and  the  passenger — who  had  re- 
cently come  to  this  country,  and  was  unable  to  speak  English, 
and  was  inexperienced  in  street  railway  travel — ^had  at  other 
times  seen  passengers  alight  from  moving  cars,  and  concluded 
that  he  was  required  to  do  so,  and  supposed  it  was  perfectly 
safe. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county:  Chables  Smith,  Judge.     Afftrmed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Victor  Liniey,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  Frank  A^ 
Ross. 
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Timlin,  J.  In  this  case  an  objection  to  the  reception  of 
any  evidence  under  the  complaint  was  sustained  upon  the 
ground  that  no  cause  of  action  was  stated  therein.  The 
plaintiff  did  not  ask  leave  to  amend,  and  judgment  was 
granted  dismissing  the  complaintb  No  error  is  assigned  for 
failure  to  grant  leave  to  amend. 

It  appeared  by  the  complaint  that  the  plaintiff,  a  passen- 
ger upon  a  street  railway  car,  requested  the  conductor  to  let 
him  off  at  a  designated  street^  and  the  conductor  knew  the 
wish  of  the  passenger  to  get  off  at  that  street^  but  carelessly, 
negligently,  and  wantonly  failed  and  n^lected  to  stop  the 
car  at  that  street  without  explanation  to  the  passenger,  and 
the  passenger  then  attempted  to  get  off  the  car  at  this  street 
while  the  car  was  moving  at  the  rate  of  slk  miles  an  hour,  and 
in  so  doing  was  accidentally  thrown  to  the  groimd  and  in- 
jured. This  presents  a  case  of  n^ligence  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  and  contributory  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
plaintiff.  Six  miles  per  hour  must  be  considered  a  considei^ 
able  speed,  and  indeed  a  high  rate  of  speed,  for  the  purpose 
of  alighting  from  a  moving  street  car.  The  ordinary  infer- 
ence of  contributory  negligence  from  such  attempt  recognized 
in  Champane  r.  La  Crosse  C.  B.  Co.  121  Wis.  554,  99  N.  W. 
334,  and  Hardy  v.  Milwaukee  St.  R,  Co.  89  Wis.  183,  61  N. 
W.  771,  is  apparently  sought  to  be  overcome  by  the  pleader 
by  the  following  additional  averments  in  the  complaint:  The 
passenger  recently  arrived  in  the  United  States  from  Nor- 
way, did  not  speak  the  English  language,  was  inexperienced 
in  street  railway  travel,  and  had  seen  other  passengers  at  other 
previous  times  alight  from  the  cars  of  the  defendant  while 
811  ^h  cars  were  in  motion  at  street  crossings;  and  concluded 
that  he  was  required  to  get  off  the  car  while  it  was  in  motion, 
and  supposed  it  was  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  get  off  the  car, 
although  it  was  moving  at  the  rate  of  six  miles  an  hour. 

Assuming  in  support  of  the  oomplaint  that  the  conductor 
understood  the  language  of  plaintiff,  that  plaintiff  knew  he 
was  approaching  his  intended  place  of  alighting,  that  this  was 
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a  proper  and  usual  place  at  which  to  stop  the  car,  and  that  the 
"other  previous  times"  when  he  had  seen  passengers  alighting 
while  the  cars  were  in  motion  were  sufficiently  recent  and  suf- 
ficiently numerous  to  induce  him  to  believe  this  was  the 
American  way,  but  not  sufficiently  numerous  to  remove  his 
inexperience  in  street  railway  travel,  still  we  mpst  assume 
that  there  was  no  urgency  beyond  the  risk  of  his  being  carried 
a  square  or  thereabouts  past  his  destination.  Notwithstand- 
ing he  did  not  possess  the  felicity  of  having  lived  long  in  this 
country,  or  of  speaking  the  English  language,  he  must  be  con- 
sidered a  man  of  ordinary  intelligence.  Rahles  v.  J.  Thomp- 
son &  Sons  Mfg.  Co.  137  Wis.  506,  118  N.  W.  350,  119  K 
W.  289 ;  Johanson  v.  Webster  Mfg.  Co.  139  Wis.  181, 120  N. 
W.  832.  While  it  cannot  be  said  as  matter  of  law  that  in  all 
cases  alighting  from  a  moving  street  car  constitutes  contribu- 
tory negligence,  yet  this  may  justly  be  said  in  a  case  where 
the  party  alighting  is  a  man  of  full  age  and  ordinary  intelli- 
gence laboring  under  no  fright  or  excitement,  confronted  with' 
no  exigency,  and  the  car  is  to  his  knowledge  moving  at  the 
rate  of  six  miles  an  hour.  It  follows  that  the  judgment  of 
the  superior  court  should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court > — The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


MoNAOHAN,  Respondent,  vs.  Northwestern  Fuel  Com- 
pany, Appellant 

Octoher  6 — October  26,  1909. 

Appeal:  Exceptions:  Instructions  to  jury:  Master  and  servant:  In- 
juries  from  unguarded  machinery:  Proximate  cause:  ContribU' 
tory  negligence:  Evidence:  Competency:  Opinions  of  experts: 
Improper  remarks  by  counsel:  Questions  for  jury:  Excessive 
damages. 

1.  Rulings  refusing  requested  Instructions  will  not  be  reviewed  on 

appeal  in  the  absence  of  exceptions  thei^to. 

2.  The  jury  were  instructed  that  in  answering,  in  the  special  ver- 

dict, a  question  as  to  whether  the  machinery  in  which  plaintiff 
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was  Injured  was  so  located  as  to  be  dangerous  to  employees  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties,  they  should  consider  "amongr  other 
things"  the  location  of  the  machinery  with  reference  to  where 
it  became  reasonably  necessary  for  employees  to  be  situated  In 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  in  and  about  It,  and  Its  situation 
and  surroundings  as  shown  by  the  evidence.  Held,  that  pre- 
sumably the  jury  understood  that  the  "other  things"  were  lim- 
ited tb  things  shown  by  the  evidence,  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  request  for  an  instruction  to  that  effect  there  was  no  preju- 
dicial error. 

8.  In  the  absence  of  a  request  therefor,  omission  to  give  any  in- 
structions relative  to  a  question  submitted  for  special  verdict 
is  not  error. 

4.  It  is  not  error  to  give  to  the  jury  v€rl>atim  the  definition  of  proxi- 
mate cause  found  in  Deisenrieter  v.  Kraus-Merkel  M,  Co.  97  Wis. 
288,  approved  in  Feldschneider  v.  C,  M.  d  Bt.  P.  JR.  Co.  122  Wi& 
431. 

6.  Upon  the  issue  of  contributory  negligence  of  a  servant  who  was 
injured  while  oiling  machinery,  evidence  as  to  how  other  serv- 
ants had  done  the  same  work  was  competent  to  show  that  he 
was  doing  it  in  the  usual  and  ordinary  way. 

6.  The  opinion  of  a  physician  as  to  the  physical  condition  of  plaint- 

iff, the  necessity  of  an  operation,  and  its  effect,  based  on  plaint- 
IfTs  testimony  as  to  his  condition  and  upon  aa  examination 
made  by  the  witness  after  the  Injury,  was  competent,  lU  weight 
being  for  the  jury. 

7.  A  model  produced  by  plaintiff  having  been  excluded  because  in- 

correct, remarks  of  plalntlfTs  counsel  In  his  argument  to  the 
jury  to  the  effect  that  defendant  produced  no  model  because  it 
would  be  less  favorable  to  it  than  that  produced  by  plaintiff, 
are  held  not  ground  for  reversal,  in  view  of  an  Instruction  to 
the  Jury  that  no  inference  adverse  to  defendant  should  be  drawn 
from  the  argument  of  plaintiff's  counsel,  except  in  so  far  as  that 
argument  was  based  on  testimony. 

8.  What  may  be  a  proper  and  sufficient  barrier  or  guard  with  refer- 

ence to  servants  having  no  duty  to  perform  about  dangerous 
machinery  is  not  necessarily  so  for  one  who,  in  oiling  such  ma- 
chinery, is  obliged  to  lean  over  the  barrier  and  bring  his  hands 
and  other  parts  of  his  body  in  close  proximity  to  rapidly  re- 
volving gearings.  Such  a  servant  is  entitled  to  have  those  gear- 
ings securely  guarded  or  fenced  for  his  safety,  if  practicable 
without  seriously  impairing  the  eflidency  and  use  of  the  ma- 
chinery. 

9.  Sec.  1636;).  Stats.  fSupp.  1906;  Laws  of  1905,  ch.  303).  providing 

that,  in  an  action  by  a  servant  for  personal  injuries  caused  by 
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negligent  omission  of  tbe  master  to  securely  guard  dangerous  , 
machinery,  the  fact  that  the  servant  continued  in  the  employ- 
ment with  knowledge  of  such  omission  shall  not  operate  as  a 
defense,  has  eliminated  assumption  of  risk  from  the  defense  of 
contributory  negligence  In  such  cases. 

10.  A  man  forty-three  years  old,  earning  $2.75  per  day,  sustained  In- 

juries necessitating  amputation  of  his  left  arm  close  to  the 
shoulder;  his  nose  was  broken  and  his  face  disfigured;  three 
ribs  were  fractured,  and  his  side  badly  lacerated  and  perhaps- 
permanently  injured.  Held,  that  a  verdict  awarding  $14,500^ 
damages,  upheld  by  the  trial  court,  should  not  be  disturbed  on. 
appeal.    Babnes,  Mabshall,  and  Dodge,  JJ.,  dissent 

11.  Mabshall,  J.,  Is  of  the  opinion  that  under  sec.  2878,  Stats.  (1898),. 

where  damages  awarded  are  so  excessive  as  to  show  passion  or 
prejudice  on  the  part  of  the  Jury  the  verdict  may  be  set  aside 
as  being  "contrary  to  the  evidence;"  and  that  It  may  be  set 
aalde  "for  excessive  or  Inadequate  damages"  although  there- 
was  no  passion,  prejudice,  or  improper  motive. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas, 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  damages  for  a  personal  injury.     Plaint- 
iff was  employed  by  defendant  on  its  coal  dock.     Coal  was 
elevated  and  screened  at  such  dock,  and  the  necessary  power 
was  furnished  by  electric  motors.     Plaintiff  had  been  in 
charge  of  one  of  such  motors  for  about  eleven  months  before 
the  injury.     The  motor  was  stopped  and  started  by  plaintiff' 
on  signal,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  oil  the  machinery  connected 
therewith  and  keep  it  in  running  order.     Power  was  deliv- 
ered from  said  motor  through  a  number  of  cogwheels  in  close 
proximity  thereto.     The  motor  stood  about  two  feet  above  the 
platform  leading  to  it.     The  machinery  and  motor  appear  to 
have  been  practically  unapproachable  on  three  sides.     They 
oould  be  approached  by  a  platform  on  the  fourth  side^  which, 
platform  was  used  by  the  operator  in  oiling  the  machinery. 
The  gearings  were  in  line  with  the  platform.     There  was  a 
railing,  made  of  scantling,  nearly  three  feet  in  height  near  the 
end  of  the  platform  and  in  close  proximity  to  the  motor. 
There  were  boxes  in  the  bearings  for  the  purpose  of  oiling 
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theiru  The  gearing  in  which  plaintiff  was  hurt  was  in  the 
neighhorhood  of  three  feet  from  tlie  top  of  the  railing  in  a 
downward  and  westerly  direction  from  such  railing.  It  was 
necessary  for  plaintiff  in  oiling  the  bearings  in  question  to 
lean  over  the  railing,  and,  owing  to  the  prevalence  of  coal 
dusty  it  appeared  to  be  necessary  for  the  oiler  at  times  to  bend 
over  some  distance  so  as  to  bring  his  eyes  in  dose  proximity 
to  the  oil  cups  to  enable  him  to  see  them.  While  plaintiff 
was  leaning  over  such  railing  his  sleeve  was  caught  in  one  of 
the  gearings  and  he  was  dragged  over  the  railing  and  into  the 
machinery  and  badly  injured.  The  alleged  negligence  of  the 
defendant  consisted  in  its  failure  to  cover  the  gearings  in 
which  plaintiff  was  hurt 

The  jury  found  (1)  that  the  machinery  in  which  plaintiff 
was  injured  was  so  located  as  to  be  dangerous  to  employees  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties ;  (2)  that  the  defendant  failed  to 
have  the  machinery  securely  guarded  or  fenced ;  (3)  that  the 
failure  to  securely  guard  or  fence  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
plaintiff's  injury;  (4)  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  guilty  of  any 
want  of  ordinary  care  which  contributed  to  produce  his  in- 
jury;  (5)  that  the  plaintiff  sustained  damages  to  the  amount 
of  $14,500  by  reason  of  his  injury.  On  such  verdict  judg- 
ment was  rendered  in  favor  of  plaintiff. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  P.  J.  McLaughlin, 
A.  E.  Boyesen,  and  Solon  L.  Perrin,  and  oral  argument  by 
Mr.  McLaughlin  and  Mr.  Perrin, 

W.  P.  Crawford,  for  the  respondent 


Baknes,  J.  The  appellant  assigns  as  error:  (1)  The 
fusal  of  the  court  to  give  certain  instructions  which  were  re- 
quested; (2)  the  charge  of  the  court  under  the  first  question 
in  the  special  verdict;  (3)  failure  of  the  court  to  give  any 
charge  in  relation  to  the  second  question  in  the  special  ver- 
dict; (4)  giving  an  erroneous  definition  of  proximate  cause; 
(6)  receiving  incompetent  testimony  prejudicial  to  the  de- 
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fendant;  (6)  prejudicial  and  improper  remarks  made  to  the 
jury  by  plaintiff's  counsel;  (7)  refusal  of  the  court  to  direct 
a  verdict  in  defendant's  favor,  (a)  because  the  gearing  upon 
which  plaintiff  was  injured  was  suflSciently  guarded  or  fenced, 
and  (b)  because  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence; (8)  refusal  to  set  aside  the  verdict  because  the  dam- 
ages assessed  were  excessive. 

1.  No  exception  was  taken  to  the  refusal  of  the  court  to 
give  the  instructions  requested,  hence  the  rulings  of  the  trial 
judge  in  this  regard  cannot  be  considered  in  this  court 

2.  By  the  first  question  in  the  special  verdict  the  jury  was 

asked :  "Was  the  machinery  in  which  plaintiff  was  injured  so 

located  as  to  be  dangerous  to  employees  in  the  discharge  of 

their  duties  ?"     The  court  charged  the  jury : 

"In  answering  this  question  you  will  consider,  among  other 
things  J  the  location  of  the  machinery  in  question  with  refer^ 
ence  to  where  it  became, reasonably  necessary  for  employees 
to  be  situated  or  placed  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  in  and 
about  it,  and  its  situation  and  surroundings  as  shown  by  the 
evidence." 

The  criticism  upon  the  charge  is  the  use  of  the  words 
"among  other  things;''  it  being  urged  that  the  instruction 
permitted  the  jury  to  consider  matters  outside  of  the  evidence. 
In  answering  the  question  there  were  a  number  of  things  that 
the  jury  might  very  properly  have  considered  aside  from  the 
specific  ones  mentioned  by  the  court^  as,  for  instance,  the 
height  of  the  railing,  its  proximity  to  the  gearing,  and  the 
extent  to  which  the  vision  was  obscured  by  coal  dust,  as  well 
as  other  items  of  evidence.  Presumably  the  jury  understood 
that  the  "other  things"  they  might  consider  should  be  re- 
stricted to  such  things  as  were  shown  by  the  evidence.  In  the 
absence  of  a  request  to  charge  that  extraneous  matters  should 
be  excluded  from  consideration,  we  do  not  think  any  prejudi- 
cial error  was  committed,  if  it  be  conceded  that  the  language 
used  was  not  as  guarded  as  it  might  have  been. 

3.  No  request  was  made  upon  the  court  to  give  any  charge 
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in  relation  to  the  second  question  in  the  special  verdict.  In 
the  absence  of  such  request  no  error  resulted.  Newton  v. 
Whitney,  77  Wis.  515,  46  K  W.  882.  Moreover,  we  do  not 
£nd  any  exception  in  the  record  to  raise  this  question. 

4.  The  definition  of  "proximate  cause"  given  by  the  court 
was  taken  verbatim  from  Deisenrieter  v.  Kraus-Merkel  M, 
Co.  97  Wis.  279,  288,  72  N.  W,  735,  which  definition  is  ap- 
proved in  Feldschneider  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  122  Wis. 
423,  431,  99  N.  W.  1034,  and  in  other  cases,  and  it  is  un- 
doubtedly one  that  is  very  generally  given  by  trial  courts.  It 
is  probable  that  counsel  could  improve  on  this  definition,  but 
it  has  been  so  often  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of  trial  courts, 
and  they  have  been  so  frequently  admonished  to  follow  it,  that 
it  would  hardly  be  consistent  to  hold  that  error  resulted  from 
so  doing. 

6.  It  is  urged  that  the  court  erred  in  receiving  testimony 
tending  to  show  how  other  servants  of  the  defendant  oiled  the 
machine  prior  to  the  plaintiff's  employment,  where  they  stood 
when  oiling  it,  the  condition  of  the  light  at  the  time  of  the  in- 
jury, and  the  fact  that  the  gearings  were  uncovered.  It  was 
competent  for  the  plaintiff  to  show  on  the  issue  of  contribu- 
tory negligence  any  pertinent  facts  tending  to  establish  ordi- 
nary care  on  his  part  The  fact  that  he  oiled  the  machinery 
in  the  usual,  customary,  and  ordinary  way  could  best  be  es- 
tablished by  showing  how  others  had  done  the  same  work,  and 
we  think  the  testimony  was  not  incompetent 

Dr.  Sarazin  was  permitted  to  testify  und6r  objection  that, 
assuming  the  statement  of  the  plaintiff  to  be  true  as  to  his 
condition,  he  thought  there  was  dead  bone  in  the  ribs,  and 
that  an  operation  to  remove  the  same  would  be  necessary,  and 
that  such  removal  would  weaken  the  side.  It  is  urged  that 
the  doctor  had  made  no  sufficient  examination  and  had  no 
sufficient  information  concerning  the  plaintiff's  condition  to 
qualify  him  to  give  the  testimony  complained  of.  The  evi- 
dence was  based  on  the  statement  made  by  the  plaintiff  on  the 
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witJiess  stand  as  to  his  condition,  and  upon  an  examination 
made  by  the  witness  after  the  injury.  The  evidence  was  com- 
petent, even  though  it  might  not  have  been  convincing.  The 
weight  to  be  accorded  to  it  was  for  the  jury  to  pass  upon. 

6.  The  plaintiff  produced  a  model  on  the  trial  which  the 
court  refused  to  receive  in  evidence  because  it  was  not  cor- 
rect. In  hie  argument  to  the  jury  plaintiff's  counsel  stated  in 
substance  that  the  reason  why  defendant  did  not  produce  a 
model  was  that  if  one  had  been  produced  it  would  have  been 
more  unfavorable  to  it  than  that  made  by  plaintiff.  Excep- 
tion was  taken  to  such  remarks.  The  court  charged  the  jury : 
^'No  inference  adverse  to  the  defendant  should  be  drawn  from 
the  argument  of  plaintiff's  counsel,  except  in  so  far  as  that 
argument  is  based  on  testimony."  In  view  of  this  instruc- 
tion and  of  the  nature  of  the  remarks  and  the  probable  cause 
of  their  being  made^  no  error  resulted. 

7.  It  is  argued  with  much  force  that  this  court  should  say 
as  a  matter  of  law  that  the  machinery  in  question  was  suffi- 
ciently fenced  or  guarded,  and  that  therefore  no  negligence 
or  breach  of  statutory  duty  was  shown  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
fendant, and  also  that  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence. These  are  the  principal  contentions  relied  on  for  a 
reversal  of  the  judgment.  Had  the  injury  happened  to  some 
employee  who  had  no  duty  to  perform  about  the  machinery  in 
question,  the  argument  that  plaintiff  had  complied  with  its 
statutory  duty  to  sufficiently  fence  or  guard  this  machinery 
would  be  convincing.  The  barrier  was  nearly  three  feet  high 
and  was  substantial.  But  what  might  be  a  proper  and  suffi- 
cient safeguard  for  the  ordinary  employee  might  not  be  so  for 
the  plaintiff,  who  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  was  obliged 
to  lean  over  the  barrier  and  bring  his  hands  and  other  parts 
of  his  body  in  dose  proximity  to  rapidly  revolving  gearings. 
The  plaintiff  was  as  much  entitled  to  have  these  gearings  se- 
curely guarded  or  fenced  for  his  safety  as  were  other  em- 
ployees.    Manifestly,  a  covering  over  the  gearings  in  his  case 
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would  perform  a  function  which  a  mere  fence  or  barrier 
would  not  There  was  no  attempt  to  show  that  it  was  im- 
practicable to  cover  such  gearings  without  seriously  impairing 
the  efficiency  and  use  of  the  machinery,  and.we  think  the  ques- 
tion of  defendant's  failure  to  sufficiently  fence  or  guard  the 
gearings  in  question,  under  the  facts  of  this  case,  was  fairly 
one  for  the  jury  to  pass  upon. 

If  we  eliminate  from  the  defense  of  contributory  negligence 
the  fact  that  plaintiff  continued  in  his  employment  a  period 
of  eleven  months  knowing  its  dangerous  character,  there  is 
nothing  to  be  found  in  the  evidence  that  would  warrant  a 
court  in  holding  as  a  matter  of  law  that  plaintiff  could  not 
recover  because  he  was  shown  to  be  guilty  of  oontributoiy 
negligence.  Sec.  16S(yjj,  State.  (Supp.  1906;  Laws  of  1905,. 
ch.  303),  provides  that  the  fact  that  an  employee  remains  in 
an  employment  with  knowledge  that  the  employer  has  not 
sufficiently  guarded  or  fenced  dangerous  machinery  shall  not 
operate  as  a  defense  to  such  an  action  as  is  here  brought. 
This  statute  has  eliminated  assumption  of  hazard  from  the 
defense  of  contributory  negligence  in  the  class  of  cases  to 
which  it  is  applicable.  Klotz  u.  Power  <&  M.  M.  Co.  136 
Wis.  107, 109,  116  N.  W.  770 ;  Lind  v.  Uniform  8.  &  P.  Co., 
ante,  p.  183, 120  N.  W.  839.  We  perceive  no  error  in  submitr 
ting  to  the  jury  for  consideration  the  question  of  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  defendant  and  want  of  ordinary  care  on 
the  part  of  the  plaintiff. 

8.  The  plaintiff  was  forty-three  years  old  at  the  time  of 
his  injury  and  was  earning  $2.75  per  day.  Such  injury 
necessiteted  the  amputation  of  his  left  arm  close  to  the 
shoulder.  His  nose  was  broken  and  the  injuries  to  his  face 
have  resulted  in  disfigurement  Three  of  his  ribs  were  frac- 
tured and  his  side  was  badly  lacerated  and  had  not  entirely 
healed  at  the  time  of  the  trial.  There  was  some  testimony 
given  tending  to  show  that  the  injury  to  the  side  is  permanent, 
although  such  evidence  is  of  an  unsatisfactory  character. 
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The  appellant  urges  that  the  damages  awarded  as  compensa- 
tion for  the  injuries  detailed  are  excessive  and  shonld  be  re- 
dneed.  In  view  of  the  deference  that  should  be  paid  to  the 
finding  of  a  jury  on  this  as  well  as  on  other  questions  of  fact, 
a^d  because  the  trial  court  who  heard  the  testimony  refused 
to  say  that  the  verdict  was  excessive^  this  court  does  not  feel 
warranted  in  disturbing  it  The  writer  does  not  concur  in 
this  eondusion,  and  thinks  that  the  plaintiff  should  be  re- 
quired to  remit  a  substantial  sixm  from  the  judgment  or  to 
submit  to  a  new  trial.  This  view  is  eoncurred  in  by  Justices 
MabbhauIs  and  Dodob. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 

MARaKAiXy  J.  {dissenting  in  part).  As  indicated  in  the 
court's  opinion  I  concur  with  the  writer  thereof  and  Mr. 
Jt»tiee  DoDOx  that  the  verdict  is  excessive.  I  apprehend 
that  if  we  were  permitted  to  appraise  the  damages  as  an 
original  matter  they  would  not  readi  near  the  jury's  figure. 
The  idea  prevails  that  this  court  should  not,  in  any  case,  re- 
verse the  trial  determination  on  such  a  question  unless  the 
verdict  appears  so  out  of  all  reason,  as  to  indicate,  clearly, 
that  there  was  passion  or  prejudice  or  perversity  of  some  sort 
in  reaching  the  result. 

If  I  were  to  treat  the  subject  here  according  to  the  stated 
prevailing  view,  and  it  must  be  conceded  there  is  support 
for  such  view  in  the  decisions  of  this  court,  I  would  say  the 
recovery  is  so  large  as  to  leave  the  suggested  fatal  character^ 
istic  clearly  inferable. 

How  are  we  to  determine  that  the  jury  in  such  a  case  were 
actuated  by  ]>assion  or  prejudice?  Manifestly,  not,  neces- 
sarily, by  seeking  to  discover  whether  they  acted  honestly. 
Godfrey  v.  Godfrey,  127  Wis.  47,  106  N.  W.  814.  A  person 
may  be  moved  by  passion  or  prejudice  to  do  or  not  to  do  a 
particular  thing  and  yet  be  free  from  the  slightest  taint  of 
moral  or  legal  turpitude.  We  cannot  determine  whether  a 
Vol.  140—30 
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jury  were  actuated  by  passion  or  prejudice  by  considering 
what  amount  of  money  a  person  would  take  as  a  fair  equiva- 
lent for  an  arm,  other  disablements,  pain  caused  thereby  and 
impaired  ability  to  work,  and  the  future  loss  in  that  regard 
he  will  be  reasonably  certain  to  suffer, — in  case  he  were 
given  opportunity  to  make  such  exchange  by  treaty.  We 
cannot  determine  the  matter  by  the  ability  of  the  wrongdoer 
to  respond  in  damages.  The  theory  of  the  law  is  compensa- 
tion. The  damages  would  not  be  greater  if  caused  by  inad- 
vertence of  an  individual  of  means  so  small  that  the  amount 
for  a  single  accident  would  be  destruction,  in  that  it  would 
cast  the  defendant  into  bankruptcy,  than  if  caused  by  one  of 
great  wealth.  The  subject  has  a  deep  practical  common  sense 
side.  Every  industrial  accident  whether  caused  by  n^li- 
gence  of  employer  or  employee  or  of  both,  or  without  the 
inadvertence  of  any  one,  involves  a  sacrifice  upon  industry's 
altar  which  must,  inevitably,  in  the  end,  be  cast  upon  the 
consumers  of  the  products  of  industry.  Pity  'tis  that  these 
inevitable  sacrifices  fall  first  upon  the  weakest  members  of 
society;  those  who  work  and  must  work  within  the  zone  of 
danger,  and  do  not  reach  the  final  resting  place  by  absorption 
into  the  general  cost  of  living  of  the  whole  mass  who  are  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  served  by  the  industry  from  which,  from 
time  to  time,  such  distressing  incidents  must  spring,  without 
the  waste  and  injustice  of  the  present  system,  which  repairs 
to  some  extent  primary  losses  in  a  part  only  of  the  instances, 
leaving  the  others  without  any  remedy  at  all. 

Under  our  defective  and  lamentably  imperfect  system  in 
assessing  damages  the  question,  in  reality,  is  not  what  is  a 
full  equivalent  for  the  injuries  in  the  general  sense,  i.  e,  what 
would  one  lake  in  money  to  repair  the  injuries,  but  what  is 
a  reasonable  reparation  under  all  the  circumstances.  How 
much  for  the  mere  inadvertence  causing  the  loss,  considering 
all  interested,  the  employer  who  required  the  service  in  order 
to  carry  on  his  business,  the  employee  who  needed  the  em- 
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ploynuent,  and  the  great  consuming  public  which  needed  the 
combined  service  of  employer  and  employee,  should  the  latter 
have  as  an  equivalent  for  those  elements  of  loss  which  are  not 
measured  by  any  standard  of  comparison  ?  That  presents  a 
practical  question  to  be  solved  by  sound  judgment. 

There  is  no  market  value  for  pain  and  suffering  and  parts 
of  the  human  body.  What  sum  of  money  would  one  take  in 
exchange  for  an  arm  or  a  leg  or  an  eye  ?  Who  can  say  with 
any  degree  of  certainty  what  such  things  are  worth  ?  Who 
can  say  with  that  degree  of  certainty  ordinarily  necessary 
for  a  verdict?  No  sum  of  money  can  be  named  as  the  full 
equivalent  for  the  severe  mutilation  of  one's  body.  The 
whole  idea  of  a  full  money  equivalent  contemplates  an  impos- 
sibility. All  courts  really  recognize  that  in  their  declared 
helplessness  to  deal  with  destructive  verdicts.  The  real  idea, 
after  all,  is  that  he  who,  by  breach  of  duty  involving  action- 
able inadvertence,  injures  another  in  his  person  should,  as  a 
penalty  so  to  speak,  make  good  to  such  other  reasonably  his 
loss.  The  fault  in  such  a  case  is  not  criminal.  If  it  were 
even  of  that  high  degree  the  law  would  not,  as  a  rule,  punish 
destructively.  Mere  inadvertence  causing  personal  injuries 
are  misfortunes  attributable  to  human  infirmity;  never  to 
human  intention. 

The  foregoing  suggests,  as  before  stated,  that  the  assess- 
ment of  damages  in  a  case  of  this  sort  presents  a  practical 
question  to  be  solved  by  sound  judgment  not  necessarily  in- 
volving an  exchange  of  equivalents  on  a  money  basis. 

Does  it  not  seem  that  tested  by  such  judgment  an  injury, 
which,  though  severe,  is  so  repaired  by  nature  as  to  leave  the 
afflicted  one  sound  in  mind  and  body  to  a  large  degree  and 
capable  of  engaging  in  gainful  occupations,  should  not  be 
compensated  to  an  extent  which  will  yield  him  more  than  his 
previous  customary  income  for  life  and  leave  at  the  end  a 
fortune  far  in  excess  of  what  the  average  of  his  class  ordi- 
narily  accumulates  during  a  life  of  industry?     Such  an 
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award  by  the  jury,  it  seems,  evidences  passion  or  prejudice, 
assuming,  as  we  must>  that  they  had  a  proper  conception  of 
the  basis  for  measuring  such  losses. 

We  may  well  claim  that  the  numerous  laws,  world  wide, 
for  repairing  personal  industrial  injuries,  accurately  portrays 
the  highest  wisdom  of  our  time  in  the  light  of  generations  of 
study  and  experience.  By  no  one  of  such  laws  are  such  acci- 
dents regarded  as  justly  entitling  the  injured  one  to  com- 
pensation on  the  basis  embodied  in  the  verdict  here.  AH  are 
grounded  on  the  idea  of  what  an  industry  should  reasonably 
contribute,  under  all  the  circumstances,  to  repair  such  unin- 
tentional injuries,  the  full  money  equivalent  being  regarded 
as  impossible  of  ascertainment  and  impracticable  of  being 
rendered. 

There  is  another  side  which  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
discussing.  The  practice  of  setting  aside  verdicts  and  gnintr 
ing  new  trials  to  prevent  a  miscarriage  of  justice  is  a  develop- 
ment from  the  judicial  experience  of  ages*  By  the  early 
common  law  it  is  probable  there  was  no  such  practice.  In 
time  courts  came  to  grant  new  trials  whenever  it  appeared, 
clearly,  that  otherwise  injustice  would  be  done.  Later  tlie 
practice  came  to  be  governed  by  pretty  well  defined  rules. 
One  of  them  was  that  a  verdict  assessing  damages  in  a  case 
of  this  sort  would  not  be  set  aside  aa  excessive  unless  it  ap- 
peared that  the  jury  were  actuated  by  passion  or  prejudice. 
It  waa  common  to  raise  the  question  on  a  motion  to  set  aside 
the  verdict  as  contrary  to  the  evidence.  In  many  jurisdic- 
tions that  particular  ground  for  a  new  trial  has  been  carried 
into  the  Code  by  a  provision  for  a  new  trial  in  case  of  "excess- 
ive damages  appearing  to  have  been  given  under  the  influ- 
ence of  passion  and  prejudice."  That  phrasing  is  found  in 
most  Codes.  14  Encv.  PL  &  Pr.  759.  Ours  is  one  of  the 
exceptions. 

In  some  jurisdictions  the  particular  ground  for  a  new  trial 
above  mentioned  is  held  to  be  included  in  the  one  that  the 
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verdict  is  "contrary  to  the  evidence/'  Our  sec.  2878,  Stats. 
(1898),  has  such  ground,  and,  as  before  indicated,  no  such 
ground  as  ezoessiveness  of  damages  under  the  influence  of 
passion  or  prejudice.  Since  such  precise  conunon-law  ground 
falling  under  the  general  scope  as  stated  was  not  taken  out  of 
it  and  made  one  by  itself,  as  is  commonly  done,  it  seems  our 
Code-makers  intended  the  scope  of  the  general  common-law 
ground  as  incorporated  into  the  statute  (sec.  2878)  should 
remain  as  before. 

That  a  motion  to  set  aside  a  verdict  as  contrary  to  the 
evidence  is  broad  enough  under  the  Code  to  include  improper 
assessments  of  damages  through  passion  or  prejudice  or  other 
perversity  was  early  held  in  Emmons  v.  Sheldon,  26  Wis.  648. 
The  court  dealt  with  an  inadequate  verdict  evincing  passion 
or  prejudice.  It  was  held,  on  the  ground  of  inadequacy 
evincing  ignorance  or  perversity,  to  be  contrary  to  the  evi- 
dence. Our  Code  did  not  at  first  provide  for  granting  a  new 
trial  for  inadequacy  of  the  verdict  The  case  cited  was 
followed  in  Robinson  v.  Waupaca,  77  Wis.  544,  546,  46 
K  W.  809,  and  Whitney  v.  Milwaukee,  65  Wis.  409,  27 
N.  W.  39. 

I  am  not  tmmindful  that  this  court  has  said  a  verdict 
cannot  be  successfully  challenged  on  appeal  for  excessiveness 
in  the  absence  of  a  motion  in  the  trial  court  on  that  precise 
ground.  Sloteman  v.  Thomas  &  W.  Mfg.  Co.  69  Wis.  499,  34 
K  W.  225 ;  Collins  v.  Janesville,  99  Wis.  464,  75  K  W.  88 ; 
Howard  v.  BeldenviUe  L.  Co.  134  Wis.  644,  114  N.  W. 
1114;  Duffy  v.  Radke,  138  Wis.  38,  119  N.  W.  811.  But  in 
such  instances  a  distinction  was  not  drawn  between  mere 
excessiveness  and  excessiveness  through  passion  or  prejudice. 
The  former,  it  seems,  is  within  the  special  statutory  ground 
of  fatal  excessiveness,  if  not  all  such  ground  contemplates. 
I  am  inclined  to  the  belief  that  it  is  the  latter;  that  the  Code- 
makers  used  the  term  "contrary  to  the  evidence'^  in  the  same 
sense  it  had  formerly  been  used,  i  e.  as  including  excessive- 
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ness  through  passion  or  prejudice  or  perversity  of  some  sort, 
and  to  add  a  new  ground  covering  cases  of  mere  excessiveness, 
and  so  the  words  "through  passion  or  prejudice,"  or  similar 
words  found  in  most  Codes,  were  omitted  from  ours. 

The  idea  early  advanced  by  this  court>  as  stated,  that  a 
motion  to  set  aside  a  verdict  on  the  ground  of  its  being  con- 
trary to  the  evidence  covers  the  defect  of  being  characterized 
by  passion  or  prejudice  is  found  in  the  decisions  of  many 
states,  as  indicated  in  14  Ency.  PI.  &  Pr.  766,  note  1.  Many 
of  such  authorities  deal  with  inadequate  verdicts,  but  it  is 
hardly  logical  to  say  a  verdict  characterized  by  passion  or 
prejudice  is  contrary  to  the  evidence  where  it  is  too  small  and 
not  where  it  is  too  large. 

I  am  constrained  to  believe  the  practice  has  fallen  some- 
what into  confusion  by  failure  to  distinguish  between  a  per- 
verse verdict,  relievable  from  at  common  law,  and  under  the 
statute  by  motion  to  set  aside  as  contrary  to  the  evidence,  and 
a  merely  excessive  verdict,  made  by  the  Code  a  separate  and 
independent  ground  for  a  new  trial,  one  unknown  at  common 
law. 

While  there  are  decisions  of  this  court  to  the  effect  that  to 
warrant  granting  a  new  trial  because  the  verdict  is  too  lai^ 
it  must  satisfactorily  appear  that  it  is  the  product  of  pas- 
^  si  on  or  prejudice,  there  are  others  where  relief  was  granted, 
passion  or  prejudice  not  being  suggested,  and  still  others 
where  the  verdict  was  very  materially  reduced  as  excessive 
and  the  jury  at  the  same  time  were  expressly  acquitted  of  any 
fault  other  than  mere  error  of  judgment.  Such  was  Baker  r. 
Madison,  62  Wis.  137,  22  N.  W.  141,  583.  A  verdict  for 
$6,000  was  condemned  as  excessive,  the  plaintiff  being  per- 
mitted at  his  option  to  take  judgment  for  $3,500.  It  was 
contended  that  the  court  could  not  reverse  for  excessiveness, 
unless  the  damages  seemed  "flagrantly  outrageous,"  so  excess- 
ive as  to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  jury  were  actuated 
by  "passion  or  prejudice."    Ancient  common-law  cases  and 
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decisions  from  other  jurisdictions,  with  some  cases  decided 
by  this  court  not  dealing  with  the  Code  on  the  question,  were 
relied  on.  Relief  was  granted  notwithstanding,  as  said  in 
the  opinion  of  the  court,  that  the  verdict  was  "not  so  large  as 
to  cause  the  inference  that  the  jury  were  controlled  or  influ- 
enced by  passion,  prejudice,  or  bias,  or  any  improper  motive." 

In  Murray  v.  Buell,  74  Wis.  14,  17,  41  K  W.  1010,  the 
impression  is  given  that  the  element  of  passion  or  prejudice 
may  be  absent  and  the  verdict  yet  be  set  aside  as  excessive. 
In  somewhat  contradictory  language  the  court  made  the 
suggestion,  but  said  it  was  unnecessary  to  pass  upon  the 
matter. 

In  Heddles  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  74  Wis.  239,  259,  42 
N.  W.  237,  the  verdict  was  set  aside  because  of  mere  mis- 
conception of  duty,  misdirection  of  the  court,  passion,  or 
prejudice,  again  suggesting  that  mere  want  of  reasonable 
judgment  is  sufficient 

The  field  I  have  discussed  is  very  broad  and  very  impor- 
tant to  the  administration  of  justice.  It  would  require  a 
very  lengthy  opinion  to  review  all  cases  in  this  court  and 
those  elsewhere  under  Codes  similar  to  ours,  and  demonstrate 
that  our  Code  provision  for  a  new  trial  for  excessiveness  of 
the  verdict  includes  want  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the  jury, 
and  excludes  excessiveness  because  of  passion  or  prejudice  or 
perversity  of  any  kind,  tliat  falling  under  the  general  head  of 
contrary  to  the  evidence.  That  was  so  held  in  Beavers  v.  Ma. 
Pac.  B.  Co.  47  Neb.  761,  66  K  W.  821,  under  a  similar 
statute.  It  is  otherwise  held  in  California  because  the 
Code  there  contains  a  ground  for  a  new  trial,  as  follows: 
"Excessive  damages  appearing  to  have  been  given  under  the 
influence  of  passion  or  prejudice."  It  is  also  so  held  in 
Minnesota,  but  the  Code  provision  there  is  as  follows:  '*Ex- 
cessive  or  insufiicient  damages  appearing  to  have  been  given 
under  the  influence  of  passion  or  prejudice."  Note  that  the 
language  here  is  ''for  excessive  or  inadequate  damages." 
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True,  in  many  jurisdictians  a  similar  Code  provision  is 
held  not  to  cover  cases  where  there  is  no  rule  for  estimating 
damages,  so  that  the  recoverable  amount  must  rest  rather  in 
mere  judgment  than  calculation.  But  in  such  jurisdictions 
it  is  held,  in  general,  that  exeessiveness  through  passion  or 
prejudice  falls  under  the  classification  of  "contrary  to  the  evi- 
dence," while,  as  we  have  seen  by  Baker  v,  Madison,  supra, 
and  others  of  o^ir  cases,  verdicts  here  have  been  disturbed  on 
the  ground  of  mere  ezoessiveness  in  instances  of  this  sort  and 
of  inadequacy,  as  well,  produced  by  passion^  prejudice,  or 
some  other  improper  motive,  under  the  special  ground  quoted. 

Does  it  not  appear  quite  plain  that  our  Code-makers  did 
not  contemplate  cases  of  improper  verdicts  relievable  from 
under  the  general  head  of  "contrary  to  the  evidence"  in 
adding  the  particular  ground :  "For  excessive  or  inadequate 
damages,"  and  that^  misled  by  the  common-law  rules  that  a 
verdict  should  not  be  set  aside  f^r  excessiveness  unless  char- 
acterized by  passion  or  prejudice,  and  decisions  elsewhere 
under  a  specific  Code  provision  on  the  subject^  the  effort  of 
our  lawmakers  to  enlarge  die  grounds  for  relief  from  unjust 
recoveries  has  not  been  realized. 

Viewing  the  case  as  indicated,  that  it  is  competent  to  deal 
with  the  verdict  upon  the  ground  of  its  being  excessive 
regardless  of  passion  or  prejudice  or  perversity  or  any  im- 
proper motive ;  merely  because  it  is  clearly  too  mudi :  more 
than  in  reason  can  be  justified,  I  cannot  escape  the  conclu- 
sion that  justice  requires  plaintiff  to  take  less  by  at  least 
three  or  four  thousand  dollars.  I  should  so  oondude  under 
the  severe  rule  which  need  not  be  applied,  as  we  have  seen. 
I  assume  the  court  would  condemn  the  recovery  except  for 
the  thought  that  it  cannot  be  done  without  condemning  the 
jury  as  having  acted  from  some  improper  motive.  I  cannot 
think  our  judicial  machinery  is  impotent  to  do  justice  be- 
tween man  and  man  in  such  a  case  without  so  first  condemn- 
ing the  jury.    If  a  verdiot  is  too  la^  it  is  as  imjust  to  the 
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appellant  if  honestly  rendered,  or  rendered  without  any  im- 
proper influence,  as  if  it  were  odierwise  too  large.  It  is  the 
unwarranted  size  of  the  verdict  which  does  the  noischief,  not 
the  cause  of  excessiveness. 

In  the  forgoing  I  have  not  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
court  cannot  properly  substitute  its  judgment  for  that  of  the 
jury.  Ordinarily  the  collective  judgment  of  twelve  jurymen 
on  such  a  subject  as  the  just  compensation  due  in  a  case  of 
this  sort  is  safer  than  that  of  any  judge,  or  perhaps  a  bench 
of  judges.  But  whether  a  jury  exercised  sound  judgment, 
t^ted  by  whether  the  bounds  of  reason  were  plainly  over- 
stepped, or  a  proper  conception  of  the  situation  was  enter- 
tained, as  well  as  whether  the  result  is  characterized  by  good 
faith,  are  judicial  questions.  In  solving  such  the  court  does 
not  invade  the  province  of  the  jury. 


McPiuBRSoir,  Appellant,  vs.  Geeat  NoBTHEEir  Eailway 

Company,  Kespondent. 

October  €-^etoher  «5, 1909. 

Master  and  servant:  Injury  to  servant:  AssnmiptUm  of  risk:  Oontrihi^ 

torp  negligence. 

1.  A  servant  engaged  In  unusually  hazardous  building  and  repair- 

ing operations,  where  he  knows  that  conditions  are  constantly 
changing,  assumes  all  the  risks  ordinarily  present  in  such  dan- 
gerous operations. 

2.  A  servant  engaged  in  repairing  a  railroad  bridge,  who,  while 

working  under  the  track,  reached  up  and  placed  his  hand  on 
the  rail  without  looking  to  see  whether  a  push  car,  which  he 
knew  might  be  run  over  the  track  at  any  time,  was  in  use  or 
not,  was  guilty  of  negligence,  precluding  recovery  for  injuries 
to  his  hand  by  the  car. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county :  A«  J.  Vin  je,  Circuit  Judga    Affirmed. 
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Action  for  personal  injuries.  The  facts  were  not  materi- 
ally in  controversy.  In  July,  1908,  the  Kelley-Atkinson 
Company  were  engaged  in  repairing  the  draw  span  of  the 
interstate  bridge  between  Superior  and  Duluth  which  had 
been  wrecked  two  years  previously.  The  draw  span  had  been 
raised  from  the  water  and  rested  upon  the  central  pier  at 
right  angles  with  the  remainder  of  the  bridge,  and  the 
Kelley-Atkinson  Company  had  be6n  for  about  two  months  at 
work  repairing  and  restoring  die  iron  and  steel  work.  To 
carry  material  from  one  place  to  another  on  the  bridge  the 
company  had  constructed  a  railroad  track  of  ordinary  widtli 
in  the  middle  of  the  span,  and  from  one  end  of  it  to  the  other, 
on  which  a  push  car  eight  feet  long  and  two  and  one-half  feet, 
high  was  shoved  by  the  employees  as  occasion  required.  The 
ties  on  which  the  track  rested  were  some  six  or  seven  feet 
apart.  About  the  center  of  the  span  and  by  the  side  of  the 
track  (but  three  or  four  feet  below  it)  was  a  platform  of 
planks,  fifteen  or  twenty  feet  long,  laid  between  two  girders 
eight  feet  apart^  which  formed  a  kind  of  a  large  box  in  which 
the  employees  of  the  construction  company  kept  most  of 
their  tools  and  some  gearings  and  wooden  blocks,  eta  The 
plaintiff  was  a  steel  worker  and  was  employed  by  the  con- 
struction company  in  the  repair  work  for  several  weeks  before 
the  3d  of  July,  1908,  and  knew  all  about  the  track  and  the 
use  of  the  car.  Two  or  three  days  before  the  las^named  date 
a  gang  of  six  carpenters  was  put  to  work  on  the  draw  span  by 
the  defendant,  placing  new  woodwork  between  the  rails  of  the 
street  railway  track  on  the  span.  The  timber  which  this  gang 
was  to  use  was  placed  at  one  end  of  the  bridge,  and,  in  order 
to  remove  a  part  of  it  to  the  other  end,  two  of  tlie  carpenters, 
by  direction  of  their  foreman,  loaded  a  quantity  on  the  push 
car  and  began  to  shove  the  push  car  towards  the  other  end, 
bending  forward  as  they  walked,  and  stepping  on  the  iron 
rails  because  the  ties  were  so  far  apart  In  this  position  they 
could  not  and  did  not  look  ahead.     This  was  on  the  3d  of 
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July,  1908,  at  about  11  o'clcxi  a.  m.  The  plaintiff  was  on 
iiie  bridge  at  the  time,  near  the  center,  and  just  before  the 
ear  started  saw  that  a  portable  forge  had  been  upset  so  that 
some  fire  had  started  in  the  timbers  and  wood  in  the  tool  box, 
and  he  got  down  in  the  box  and  stood  on  a  gearing  and  began 
throwing  the  burning  wood  out  of  the  box  into  the  bay.  As 
he  did  this,  he  took  hold  of  the  rail  of  the  puah-car  track  with 
his  left  hand.  He  was  facing  the  track,  but  paid  no  attention 
to  it,  nor  did  he  look  to  see  whether  a  car  was  coming.  While 
he  was  in  this  situation  the  car  was  pushed  along  the  track 
over  his  hand,  inflicting  injuries  which  laid  him  up  for  sev- 
eral weeks.  A  verdict  for  the  defendant  was  directed,  and 
the  plaintiff  appeals. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Victor  LifHey,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  J.  A.  Mur- 
phy,  attorney,  and  W,  M.  Steele,  of  counsel. 

W1NSX.0W,  C.  J.  It  is  evident  from  the  statement  of  facts 
that  a  verdict  for  the  defendant  was  properly  directed.  The 
plaintiff  was  engaged  in  unusually  hazardous  building  and 
repairing  operations,  where  he  knew  that  conditions  were 
constantly  changing,  and  he  assumed  all  the  risks  ordinarily 
present  in  such  dangerous  operations.  Kath  v.  Wis.  Ceni. 
R.  Co.  121  Wis.  603,  99  K  W.  217.  He  knew  that  the  push 
car  was  liable  to  be  used  at  any  time.  He  testifies  that  he 
knew  that  his  gang  was  not  using  it  at  the  time,  but  the  testi- 
mony is  undisputed  that  any  gang  that  happened  to  be  at 
work  on  the  bridge  and  found  the  use  of  the  car  helpful  was 
free  to  use  it  The  plaintiff  knew  that  the  carpenter  gang 
was  at  work  on  the  bridge,  and  knew  that  they  had  a  quantity 
of  bulky  material  there  which  must  necessarily  be  distril> 
uted  along  the  bridga  Under  these  circumstances  we  think 
it  dear  that  he  was  negligent  in  grasping  the  rail  as  he  did 
without  looking  to  see  whether  the  car  was  in  use  or  not* 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed 
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OiLciiBiST  and  others,  Executors,  Appellants,  vs.  Hiohfiei^b 

and  others,  Respondents. 

October  7^-October  t6,  1909. 

Oorporationa:  Purchcue  of  own  capital  stock, 

A  corporation  has  power  to  pttndiase  shares  of  Its  own  capital 
stock  when  such  purchase  Is  made  with  no  illegitimate  or  fraud- 
ulent purpose  and  no  rights  of  creditors  suffer  thereby.  Tui- 
LiN,  J.,  dissenta 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  plaintiffs,  as  executors  of 
Ella  J.  Potter,  a  stockholder  in  the  Webster  Manufacturing 
Company,  to  declare  invalid  a  purchase  of  364  shares  of  its 
stock  by  the  corporation  and  the  payment  therefor  of  $25,480 
of  corporate  money,  and  to  compel  the  three  directors  voting 
for  such  purchase,  namely,  Highfield,  Gard,  and  Alvord,  to 
refund  to  the  company  such  sum  so  paid.  Webster  Manufae- 
turing  Company  was  organized  for  the  general  purpose  of 
manufacturing  chairs.  It  had  $225,000  of  nominal  stock 
divided  into  2,250  shares,  all  of  which,  except  119  shares, 
were  outstanding.  Highfield  and  Brigham,  in  equal  partner- 
ship, owned  1,126  shares.  For  several  years  they  had  been 
the  two  active  managing  officers  for  the  company,  Highfield 
as  business  manager  and  Brigham  as  superintendent  of 
manufacture.  Their  personal  relations  had  become  atrained 
so  that  they  could  not  work  harmoniously  together,  and 
Brigham  had  insisted  that  one  or  the  other  must  get  out^  and 
either  his  stock  must  be  bought  so  that  he  could  retire  from 
the  company,  or  Highfield  must  sell  out  and  withdraw.  In 
pursuance  of  this  view  he  gave  an  option  to  sell  his  564  ^ares 
of  stock  at  $70  per  share  to  Highfield  or  the  corporatioiL  in 
July,  1907.  The  last  previous  financial  statement  of  Jbbxxt 
ary  1,  1907,  showed  assets  of  the  company  $214,519   in 
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excess  of  all  liabilities  and  of  the  oapital  stock  at  par  and 
absence  of  any  debts  except  current  payroll.  Highfield 
availed  himself  of  the  option  to  buy  200  shares,  which,  it 
appears,  was  up  to  the  extent  of  his  financial  ability.  A  di- 
rectors' meeting  was  then  held,  at  which  the  three  defendant 
directors  and  Srigham  voted  that  the  corporation  purchase 
the  remaining  364  shares  upon  the  option,  and  accordingly 
that  stock  was  assigned  to  the  corporation,  the  certificates 
canceled  and  new  certificates  issued,  and  the  purchase  price 
paid  to  Brigham,  who  is  not  made  a  party  to  this  action.  At 
the  next  ensuing  stockholders'  meeting  the  act  of  the  directors 
in  making  such  purchase  was  fully  ratified,  such  ratification^ 
however,  requiring  the  support  of  Highfield's  votes  to  supply 
the  majority.  The  court  held  that  the  purchase  of  the  stock 
was  in  accordance  with  good  business  judgment  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  corporation  and  for  no  ulterior  or  improper 
purpose,  and  rendered  judgment  dismissing  the  action,  from 
which  plaintiffs  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Luse,  PoweU  & 
Luse,  attorneys,  and  H.  B.  Spencer,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  L,  K.  Luse. 

'For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  sulHnitted  on  the  brief 
of  H.  V.  Oard. 

Dodge,  J.  The  purchase  of  the  364  shares  of  stock  by  the 
corporation  from  Brigham  is  claimed  to  be  wholly  void  upon 
the  ground  asserted  that  a  corporation  has  no  power  to  buy 
its  own  capital  stock.  This  contention  seems  to  need  little 
discussion.  While  the  English  authorities  are  to  that  effect, 
and  while  similar  holdings  have  been  made  in  some  of  the 
states,  the  great  weight  of  authority  is  in  favor  of  such  power, 
when  exercised  with  no  illegitimate  or  fraudulent  purpose 
and  when  no  rights  of  creditors  suffer  thereby.  In  the  face 
of  ihis  conflict  of  decision  this  court  long  ago,  upon  support 
from  the  supreme  court  of  the  United  States,  adopted  the 
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view  that,  generally  speaking,  corporations  have  such  power, 
and  has  persisted  therein  so  long  that  we  have  no  doubt  prop- 
erty rights  of  great  magnitude  have  grown  up  in  reliance 
thereon.  Shoemaker  v.  Washbium  L.  Co.  97  Wis.  585,  73 
N.  W.  333;  Calteaux  v.  Mueller,  102  Wis.  525,  78  N.  W. 
1082;  Marvin  v,  Anderson,  111  Wis.  387,  87  N.  W.  226; 
Pabst  V.  Goodrich,  133  Wis.  43,  113  N.  W.  398;  Atlanta  & 
Vf.  B,  &  C.  Asso.  V.  SmUh,  141  W^is.  377,  123  N.  W.  106. 
The  law  in  this  state  must  be  considered  so  settled. 

Another  contention  is  that,  conceding  such  power  in  the 
corporation,  the  defendants,  acting  on  the  board  of  directors 
and  also  voting  their  stock  in  ratification  of  the  directors' 
act,  were  actuated  by  a  purpose  to  deprive  the  plaintiffs  of 
their  just  rights  in  the  corporation,  especially  by  reducing 
the  amount  of  the  voting  stock  so  that  defcndante  would  hold 
a  majority  thereof — a  purpose  which  was  condemned  in 
Luther  v.  C.  J.  Luther  Co.  118  Wis.  112,  94  N.  W.  69.  But 
tlie  trial  court  has  found  against  the  existence  of  any  sucli 
motive,  or  any  ulterior  or  illegitimate  intent  or  purpose  other 
than  the  promotion  of  the  best  interests  of  the  corporation 
according  to  the  honest  judgment  of  the  defendants.  This 
finding,  we  think,  is  fully  supported  by  a  preponderance  of 
the  evidence  and  must  preclude  any  interference  by  a  court 
with  acts  in  pursuance  of  the  business  policy  adopted  in  good 
faith  by  the  holders  of  a  majority  of  the  capital  stock.  TTieis 
V.  Durr,  125  Wis.  651,  659,  104  N.  W.  985;  Figge  v.  Ber- 
genthal,  130  Wis.  694,  616,  109  N.  W.  581,  110  N.  W.  798 ; 
Gamble  v.  Queens  Co.  W.  Co.  123  N.  Y.  91,  99,  26  K  E. 
201. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Timlin,  J",  (dissenting).  .  I  have  no  doubt  that  under 
some  exceptional  circumstances,  as  where  the  transaction 
does  not  affect  the  creditors  injuriously  and  all  the  share- 
holders consent^  or  where  a  purchase  is  necessary  to  realize 
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upon  a  prior  existing  demand  of  the  <j>rporation  which  might 
otherwise  be  lost>  and  such  like  cases,  a  court  will  not  disturb 
the  act  of  a  corporation  in  buying  in  shares  of  its  own  stock 
when  such  act  is  not  expressly  forbidden  by  statute.  There 
is  in  all  such  cases  a  corporate  interest  subserved  by  so  doing; 
outside  of  the  mere  advantage  of  the  act  of  purchase.  The 
acquiescence  of  the  other  shareholders,  or  the  fact  that  they 
sustained  no  pecuniary  loss  thereby,  suffices  to  close  the  doors 
of  a  court  of  equity  against  them,  and  the  attack  is  usually, 
if  not  always,  made  in  equity.  But  it  is  quite  another  ques- 
tion whether  the  office-holding  majority  can  use  the  corporate 
funds  or  credit  for  this  purpose  against  the  protest  of  the 
minority  shareholders  and  so  preserve  the  control  of  the  cor- 
porate  offices  by  the  former  and  deprive  the  minority  of 
dividends  by  thus  disposing  of  the  surplus  properly  appli- 
<^ble  to  the  payment  of  dividends,  or  by  thus  creating  cor- 
porate debts  which  must  be  met  before  dividends  are  paid. 
I  cannot  bring  myself  to  believe  that  the  decision  of  this  case 
by  the  majority  of  the  court  is  either  correct  in  principle,  sup- 
ported by  precedents  in  this  state,  or  conforming  to  statutes 
of  this  state  or  to  wise  policy.  It  has  been  said  by  those 
competent  that  in  no  other  civilized  country  have  the  rights  of 
minority  shareholders  80  little  oonsideration  as  here,  and  it 
would  not,  I  think,  be  extravagant  to  say  that  the  belief  pre- 
vails here  that  the  shareholders  in  a  stock  corporation  are  not 
sufficiently  protected  by  the  courts  against  the  manipulations 
and  frauds  of  the  majority  shareholders  or  of  the  directors 
and  officers,  who  often  regard  themselves  as  the  mere  tools  of 
the  majority  which  placed  and  holds  them  in  office.  I  wish 
to  enter  a  protest  against  the  decision  by  the  majority  as 
fostering  just  such  evils  and  injustice. 

The  relevant  facts  are :  The  Webster  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany is  a  stock  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  the 
laws  of  Wisconsin  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  business 
of  manufacturing.     There  was  nothing  in  its  articles  of 
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organization  authorizin^it  to  buy  its  own  shares*    Its  author- 
ized capital  stock  was  2,250  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $100 
cach^  and  its  issued  and  outstanding  capital  stock  held  by 
shareholders  at  the  time  of  the  option  agreement  hereinafter 
mentioned  was  2^130«9  shares.    A.  W,  Highfield  and  C.  F. 
Brigfaam,  as  copartners^  owned  49I26  of  said  shares  since 
February,  1904.    Highfield  owned  fifty-two  shares  individu- 
ally and  Brigham  one  share,  and  they  of  course  controlled  the 
corporation,  and  during  this  time  Highfield  was  president 
and  Brigham  secretary,  and  both  directors.    On  January  1^ 
1907,  as  shown  by  the  books  of  the  corporation,  the  liabilities, 
outside  of  capital  stock  liability,  amounted  to  only  $3,866.49, 
and  the  assets,  after  deducting  a  capital  stock  liability  of 
$225,000,  showed  a  surplus  of  $214,519.65.     This  left  the 
book  value  of  each  share  outstanding  at  $204.40  plus.     The 
minority  shareholders  had  been  for  some  time  dissatisfied 
with  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  corporation,  particu- 
larly with  reference  to  paying  dividends — only  two  dividends 
having  been  declared  in  ten  years  prior  to  July,  1907,  one  of 
five  per  centum  and  another  of  six  per  centum.    The  remain- 
ing 951.9  shares  outstanding  were  held,  500  shares  by  the 
plaintiflFs  as  executors,  137  shares  by  other  persons  who  were 
directors,  and  about  314  shares  by  ordinary  unofficial  share- 
holders.   June  10,  1907,  Brigham  executed  to  Highfield  and 
the   corporation  an  option  by  the  terms  of  which   either 
Highfield  or  the  corporation  might  buy  his  564  shares  within 
thirty  days  at  $70  per  shara    Within  the  thirty  days  thereby 
fixed  Highfield  accepted  the  option  as  to  200  of  the  664 
shares,  and  the  board  of  directors,  for  the  corporation,  ac- 
cx^pted  it  as  to  364  shares.    Evidence  to  show  that  Highfield 
borrowed  the  money  from  the  corporation  to  buy  this  200 
shares  was  offered  and  rejected.    Highfield  paid  for  and  re- 
ceived the  200  shares,  and  the  corporation  paid  out  $25,480 
for  and  received  the  364  shares.    The  plaintiffs  had  no  notice^ 
of  this  purchase  until  some  time  in  October,  1907,  and  they 
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objected  to  it.  At  the  ensuing  annual  shareholders'  meeting 
in  January,  1908,  a  motion  was  made  to  ratify  the  action  of 
the  directors  in  purchasing  these  364  shares  of  stock  for  the 
corporation,  and  Highfield  voted  815^  shares  in  favor  of  such 
ratification,  Oard,  one  of  the  directors  making  the  purchase, 
voted  fifty-two  shares  in  the  same  way,  and  forty  other 
shares  were  voted,  making  907^  shares  for  ratification;  and 
605 J  shares,  including  the  plaintiffs',  voted  against  such  rati- 
fication. 

The  circuit  court  found  that  $70  per  share,  the  price  paid 
for  the  Brigham  shares,  was  fair  and  reasonable,  and  that 
differences  existed  between  Highfield  and  Brigham  which 
threatened  to  injure  the  business  of  the  company  and  it  did 
not  seem  practicable  for  both  to  remain  in  the  corporation ; 
that  the  directors  believed  that  an  attempt  was  being  made 
-by  a  competing  manufacturer  to  get  control  of  the  corporation 
by  purchase  of  the  Brigham  stock  and  the  stock  of  plaintiffs, 
and  that  this  would  be  detrimental  to  the  interest  of  the  latter 
corporation,  and  in  the  purchase  of  the  Brigham  stock  for  the 
corporation  the  directors  acted  in  good  faith  and  believed  they 
were  acting  for  the  best  interests  of  the  corporation.  There 
is  an  apparent  inconsistency  between  the  thirteenth  finding, 
to  the  effect  that  the  corporation  had  at  the  time  of  the  pur- 
chase of  the  Brigham  stock  a  net  surplus  of  assets  over  and 
above  liabilities,  including  liability  to  capital  stock,  amoimt- 
ing  to  $214,600,  and  the  sixteenth  finding,  to  the  effect  that 
the  price  of  $70  per  share  paid  by  the  corporation  for  the 
Brigham  stock  was  fair  and  reasonable.  If  the  fair  and  rea- 
sonable value  of  the  shares  was  $70  each,  then  there  was  at 
the  same  valuation  no  surplus  and  insufficient  assets  to  balance 
capital  stock.  This  would  indicate  that  the  assets  were  oveiv 
valued  on  the  booksof  the  corporation,  or  that  in  the  one  case 
the  cash  market  value  was  considered,  which  was  much  less 
than  the  value  of  unconverted  assets. 

When  a  corporation  possessing  property  consisting  of  land, 
Vol.  140—31 
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merchandise,  raw  material,  bilk  and  accounts  receivable,  and 
cash,  buys  in  its  own  shares  for  cash  against  the  protest  of  the 
minority  shareholders,  it  thereby  not  only  decreases  its  assets 
applicable  to  the  payment  of  dividends,  but  also,  against  the 
will  of  the  dissenting  stockholders,  decreases  the  corporate 
assets  and  increases  the  fractional  interest  of  such  shareholder 
in  the  residue  of  the  assets.  This  is  so  whether  the  shares 
purchased  in  by  the  corporation  be  canceled  and  retired  or 
whether  they  be  held  by  the  corporation  as  outstanding,  as  a 
little  reflection  will  show.  In  such  case  the  corporation  in 
oflFect  says  to  the  dissenting  shareholder:  "You  shall  no  longer 
have  your  former  fractional  interest  in  real  estate,  material, 
merchandise,  bills  and  accounts  receivable,  and  cash ;  but  you 
shall  from  henceforth  have  a  larger  fractional  interest  in  a 
reduced  total  of  less  desirable  property."  Every  one  knows 
that  this  is  not  an  equivalent  in  value  of  his  former  holdings^ 
A  portion  of  cash  capital  is  essential  to  the  enjoyment  and 
realization  of  the  full  value  of  the  other  property.  The 
remaining  property  is  not  available  for  the  payment  of  divi- 
<]ends,  but  must  be  converted  into  cash  for  that  purpose.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  corporation  has  no  cash  or  no  sufficient 
cash  with  which  to  buy  the  offered  shares  and  is  obliged  to 
incur  a  corporate  debt  in  order  to  make  the  purchase,  the 
value  of  the  shares  of  the  objecting  shareholder  is  still  further 
impaired  and  his  chance  of  obtaining  dividends  still  more 
remote,  because  it  will  then  require  payment  of  the  debt  thus 
incurred  as  well  as  conversion  of  the  property  into  money 
before  he  can  expect  a  dividend. 

Men  invest  their  money  in  corporate  enterprises  for  the 
principal  and  lawful  purpose  of  receiving  dividends  thereon. 
The  primary  object  in  the  organization  and  operation  of  a 
stock  corporation  is  to  pay  dividends.  Any  act  whibh  pre- 
vents or  postpones  this  corporate  function  is  necessarily  a 
wrong  and  injustice  to  the  minority  shareholder.  The  pur- 
chase by  a  corporation  of  its  own  stock  not  only  changes  the 
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fractional  interest  of  the  dissenting  shareholder  against  his 
will,  hut  it  changes  the  character  of  his  property  in  which  he 
has  an  interest,  deprives  him  of  the  chance  of  dividends,  in- 
creases against  his  will  his  proportionate  liability  to  clerks 
and  servants  and  laborers  under  sec.  1769,  Stats.  (1898),  and 
also  is  effectual  in  silencing  and  eliminating  a  shareholder 
(the  seller  to  the  corporation)  who  might  vote  with  the  dis- 
senting shareholders  at  the  next  corporate  election  and 
against  the  office-holding  majority.  Aside  from  any  ques- 
tion of  good  faith  or  bad  faith,  it  ought  to  require  a  pretty 
clear  statutory  authority  to  justify  such  jockeying  with  the 
rights  of  others. 

Other  objections  are  found  to  the  exercise  of  such  a  power. 
3  Thomp.  Comm.  on  Corp.  §  3701.  Here  that  autlior  says, 
speaking  of  the  liability  of  a  shareholder  holding  shares  as 
trustee: 

"If  the  vicious  doctrine  prevails  in  the  particular  forum 
that  a  corporation  can  be  the  general  owner  of  its  own  shares, 
just  as  a  man  can  be  the  owner  of  his  own  promissory  note, 
and  if  the  corporation  sees  fit  to  own,  so  to  speak,  its  own 
shares,  by  having  them  vested  in  a  trustee  for  its  own  use, 
then  it  is  difficult  to  say  how  such  a  court  would  answer  this 
question,  because  a  court  that  can  fall  into  the  aberration  of 
holding  that  a  man  can  be  the  owner  of  his  own  debt  can  fall 
into  any  other  species  of  judicial  aberration." 

Let  us  see  what  the  statutes  are. 

"The  property  of  any  corporation  organized  under  any 
special  or  general  law  shall  be  used  only  for  the  purposes  pre- 
scribed by  such  law  or  by  its  articles  of  organization  in  pur- 
suance thereof."    Sec.  1767,  Stats.  (1898). 

That  is,  not  purposes  prescribed  by  law,  but  prescribed  by 
the  law  (statute)  under  which  the  corporation  is  organized. 
These  purposes  are  enumerated  in  sec.  1748  and  sec.  1771, 
Stats.  (1898),  and  buying  its  own  shares  is  not  one  of  them 
either  expressly  or  by  implication.  Other  statutes  in  pari 
tnaieria  recognize  this.    For  example :  A  special  authorization 
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to  buy  in  its  own  stock  was  thought  ne<iessary  in  case  of  cer- 
tain specified  corporations.  Sec  1784.  Corporations  like 
that  in  the  case  at  bar  might  not  even  buy  or  hold  shares  in 
other  corporations  except  upon  the  assent  of  three  fourths 
of  its  shareholders.  Sec.  1775,  Stats.  (1898).  It  is  quite 
strange  if  the  power  to  buy  in  its  own  shares,  the  exercise  of 
which  breaches  its  contract  with  its  own  shareholders  dissent- 
ing, can  be  exercised  upon  less  authority.  The  corporation 
shall  have  powers  conferred  by  these  statutes  necessary  or 
proper  to  conduct  the  business  or  accomplish  the  purposes 
prescribed  by  its  articles,  but  no  other  or  greater.  Id.  The 
corporation  may  amend  its  articles  so  as  to  diminish  its  capi- 
tal stock,  but  only  in  the  manner  provided  by  statute  or  in  its 
articles  of  incorporation.    Sea  1774. 

Turning  to  the  decisions  of  this  court  upon  the  question  of 
the  power  of  a  corporation  to  purchase  its  own  stock,  the  first 
is  Slioenuiker  V.  Washburn  L.  Co.  97  Wis.  585,  73  N.  W.  333, 
where  there  were  no  existing  creditors  and  the  shareholders 
all  consented  to  the  transaction.  This  surely  is  no  precedent 
that  such  purchase  may  be  made  against  the  objection  of  a 
shareholder.  The  next  is  Caltcaux  v.  Mueller,  102  Wis.  525, 
78  N.  W.  1082,  where  it  was  decided  that  a  tender  of  its 
own  shares  to  the  corporation  in  discharge  of  a  corporate  debt, 
where  the  secretary  and  business  manager  had  agreed,  when 
the  debt  was  contracted,  to  receive  these  shares  in  payment, 
was  not  a  good  defense.  This  is  certainly  no  precedent^  and 
it  should  not  be  necessary  at  this  late  day  to  say  that  broad 
general  rules  stated  in  the  opinion  or  written  into  the  syllabus 
of  a  case,  where  only  this  narrow  question  was  before  the 
court,  are  not  law,  unless  this  court  has  rightfully  and  con- 
stitutionally entered  the  field  of  legislation.  The  next  case  is 
Marvin  v.  Anderson.,  Ill  Wis.  387,  87  N.  W.  226,  where  all 
the  shareholders  and  directors  acquiesced  in  the  transaction 
and  treated  it  as  valid  for  nearly  two  years.  This  is  no  prece- 
dent for  holding  that  the  purchase  may  be  made  against  the 
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will  of  the  other  shareholders,  although  we  find  the  same 
general  dictum  in  this  opinion  and  in  the  two  cases  of  Shoe- 
maker V.  Washburn  L.  Co.,  supra,  and  CaXteaux  v.  Mueller, 
supra.  Pahst  v.  Goodrich,  133  Wis.  43,  113  K  W.  398,  was 
also  a  case  where  the  shares  had  been  purchased  in  by  the 
corporation  with  the  acquiescence,  if  not  with  the  express 
<5onsent^  of  all  remaining  shareholders,  and  thereafter  reissued 
as  a  stock  dividend  to  the  remaining  shareholders.  The  state- 
ment in  the  opinion  to  the  effect  that  a  corporation  has  power 
to  purchase  its  own  shares  is  of  course  applicable  to  the  facts 
there  before  the  court  only. 

The  appellants'  attorneys  cite  to  us  the  following:  10  Cyd 
760,  762 ;  Railway  Co.  v.  Allerton,  18  Wall.  233 ;  Madison, 
W.  &  M.  P.  22.  Co.  V.  Watertown  <6  P.  P.  B.  Co.  7  Wis. 
59 ;  Clark  v.  Farrington,  11  Wis,  306.  I  have  not  time  to 
examine  the  cases  cited  in  Cook  on  Corporations  (6th  ed.) 
§§  309  to  312,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  few,  if  any,  of  these 
cases  go  to  the  extent  that  the  instant  case  does  in  permitting 
such  purchase  by  the  corporation.  The  case  of  Dupee  v. 
Boston  W.  P.  Co.  114  Mass.  37,  cited  by  Cook,  certainly  does 
not,  because  that  was  in  effect  a  sale  of  the  corporate  real 
estate  to  the  shareholders  in  exchange  for  shares  of  stock  and 
in  no  wise  affected  the  power  to  pay  dividends. 

This  is  therefore  a  new  question  in  this  court  and  not  con- 
trolled by  precedent,  and  under  our  statutes,  fairly  construed, 
the  directors  of  a  stock  corporation  have  no  power,  against  the 
will  of  the  shareholders,  to  pay  out  the  corporate  funds  othei^ 
wise  applicable  to  dividends  for  purchase  of  shares  of  the 
corporate  stock ;  and  in  the  case  at  bar,  notwithstanding  the 
differences  between  the  president  and  secretary,  the  fears  of 
the  directors,  or  their  good  faith  (which  the  court  below  was 
very  liberal  and  charitable  in  finding  on  the  evidence),  such 
directors  had  no  power  or  authority  to  divert  the  corporate 
assets  from  the  payment  of  dividends  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing shares,  nor  to  so  change  the  position  of  the  plaintiffs 
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by  the  purchase  of  shares  as  this  record  shows  they  have  done, 
nor  to  buy  off  the  probable  opposition  of  the  rebellious  or 
quarrelsome  secretary  by  the  purchase  of  his  shares  and  so 
perpetuate  themselves  in  control  and  prevent  the  secretary 
from  voting  with  the  other  faction  at  the  next  ensuing  cor^ 
porate  election.  If  we  were  to  ask  any  practical  business  man 
whether  these  shares  belonging  to  the  estate  of  Potter  were 
worth  as  much  after  this  transaction  as  before,  the  answer 
would  not  be  doubtful. 

While  there  has  heretofore  been  no  decision  in  this  state 
going  as  far  as  the  instant  case,  there  are  no  doubt  some  illy 
considered  cases  elsewhere  which  lend  color  of  authority  to 
the  majority  decision.  I  see  no  way  to  change  this  deplorable 
condition  except  to  bear  with  patience  such  frauds  until  they 
have  become  so  noteworthy  and  numerous  as  to  bring  about 
the  downfall  of  the  mistaken  rules  which  fostered  them  or  to 
call  upon  the  legislature  for  relief. 


RicuEY,  Hespondent,  vs.  Union  Centrai*  Life  Insurance 

Company,  Appellant. 

October  7-— October  26,  1909, 

(1)  Pleading:  Election  between  causes  of  action.  (2-6)  Contract 
of  employment:  Wrongful  discharge:  Insurance  agency:  Dam- 
ages: Loss  of  future  profits:  Reduction  by  other  earnings. 

1.  It  was  not  prejudicial  error  to  refuse  to  compel  plaintiff  to  elect 

on  which  of  two  causes  of  action  he  would  proceed,  where  the 
second  was  pleaded  for  the  sole  purpose  of  claiming  a  recovery 
for  labor  and  services  in  case  the  contract  of  employment  al- 
leged in  the  first  was  found  not  to  have  been  made,  and  plaintiff 
at  the  close  of  his  affirmative  case  discontinued  as  to  the  second 
cause  of  action  and  apprised  defendant  that  he  stood  on  the 
contract  and  its  alleged  breach. 

2.  Under  proof  that  a  contract  of  employment  was  not  terminated 

because  plaintiff  failed  to  comply  with  any  of  its  conditions  or 


26]  AUGUST  TERM,  1909.  487 


Richey  v.  Union  Central  L.  Ins.  Co.  140  Wis.  486. 


obligations,  nor  because  he  failed  to  conduct  the  business  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  it  is  no  defense  to  an  action  for  its  breach 
by  the  employer  that  the  contract  authorized  discharge  for  such, 
failures. 

3.  Damages  recoverable  for  breach  of  contract  must  be  reasonably 

certain  and  the  proximate  result  of  the  breach,  excluding  all 
merely  speculative  or  imaginary  damages. 

4.  Although  the  elements  of  future  damages  for  breach  of  contract 

may  be  involved  in  some  uncertainty  and  contingency,  yet  if,, 
from  the  facts  shown,  it  can  be  inferred  with  reasonable  cer* 
tainty  that  the  breach  caused  the  other  party  pecuniary  loss,, 
compensation  therefor  should  be  recovered  even  though  future 
profits  may  be  Involved  in  its  ascertainment. 

5.  Proof  of  the  amount  of  business  done  by  plaintiff  up  to  the  time 

of  his  discharge,  during  two  years  of  an  agreed  ten-year  period 
of  employment  as  district  agent  of  a  life  insurance  company; 
of  his  organization  of  his  territory  and  investment  of  money 
with  a  view  to  enlarging  his  business  for  the  remaining  eight 
years;  of  the  reasonable  probability  that  he  would  do  an  in- 
creasing business;  and  that  he  was  prevented  from  reaping  the 
profits  thereof  only  by  the  company's  wrongful  termination  of 
his  agency, — shows  resulting  damages  with  reasonable  certainty 
and  justifies  recovery  thereof. 

6.  In  an  action  for  the  breach  of  the  contract  by  the  insurance  com- 

pany, whereby  the  agency  business  which  plaintllT  had  built  up 
was  destroyed,  the  damages  recoverable  are  not  subject  to  be  re- 
duced by  the  amount  which  he  earned  in  other  employment 
after  the  breach  and  before  trial. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chippewa 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

About  December  1,  1905,  the  defendant  contracted  to  cm- 
ploy  the  plaintiff  for  ten  years  as  a  district  agent  in  several 
of  the  counties  in  the  northern  part  of  the  state  for  the  sale 
of  life  insurance  on  commission.  Plaintiff  entered  upon  the 
performance  of  the  contract^  devoted  himself  to  the  work  of 
building  up  a  business,  and  expended  his  earnings  in  f  urther- 
ance  thereof.  About  January  1,  1908,  the  defendant,  claim- 
ing that  it  was  compelled,  in  the  interest  of  its  policy-holders, 
because  of  the  oppressive  laws  of  Wisconsin,  to  withdraw 
from  the  state  and  cease  to  do  business  here,  canceled  its  con- 
tract  with  the  plaintiff  and  discharged  him  from  its  employ* 
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Plaintiff  brought  action  against  the  defendant^  setting  up 
two  causes  of  action:  (1)  For  the  breach  of  the  contract;  and 
(2)  for  the  labor  performed  and  for  the  money  expended  by 
him  for  the  defendant.  The  plaintiff  introduced  evidence 
before  the  referee  to  whom  the  action  had  been  referred  tend- 
ing to  show  that  he  had  written  insurance  during  the  first 
year  of  his  employment  by  the  defendant  from  which  he  de- 
rived $868  in  premiums,  and  over  $1,300  during  the  second 
year ;  that  his  commissions  on  the  business  so  written  would, 
if  renewed  annually,  amount  to  over  $200  per  year  for  the 
unexpired  term  of  his  contract;  that  he  had  expended  money 
in  traveling  about  his  district^  in  advertising  the  company, 
and  in  developing  the  territory  with  a  view  to  future  profits ; 
that  the  greater  part  of  the  work  incurred  in  establishing  such 
a  business  was  during  the  first  two  years ;  and  that  he  had 
expended  time  and  effort  in  selecting  and  appointing  sub- 
agents  who  would  be  efficient  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
business. 

Plaintiff,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  testimony,  elected  to 
stand  on  the  first  cause  of  action,  and  the  referee  reported  in 
favor  of  allowing  plaintiff  $2,750  as  the  damages  caused  by 
the  breach  of  the  contract.  The  circuit  court  approved  the 
report  of  the  referee  and  awarded  plaintiff  judgment  upon 
the  report    This  is  an  appeal  from  the  judgment. 

W.  H.  Stafford,  for  the  appellant. 

W.  M.  Bowe,  for  the  respondent. 

SiKBECKEB,  J.  The  point  made  that  the  appellant  was 
prejudiced  by  the  refusal  of  the  trial  court  to  compel  re- 
spondent to  elect  which  of  the  two  causes  of  action  alleged  in 
the  complaint  he  would  proceed  on  has  no  merit  The  facts 
of  the  so-called  second  cause  of  action  were  inserted  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  claiming  damages  for  labor  and  services  in  the 
event  that  no  binding  contract  should  be  found  to  have  been 
made  by  the  parties  as  alleged.    The  respondent^  at  the  con- 
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•elusion  of  his  affirmative  case,  discontinued  as  to  these  all^a- 
tions  and  apprised  appellant  that  he  stood  on  the  contract  and 
its  alleged  breach  by  the  appellant  There  was  nothing  to 
mislead  appellant  or  to  interfere  with  its  defense  to  respond- 
ent's demands. 

It  is  insisted  that  no  breach  of  the  alleged  contract  is 
shown.  The  argument  is  that  the  appellant  had  the  right  to 
terminate  its  agreement  with  respondent  under  the  stipula- 
tion that,  if  respondent  failed  "to  comply  with  any  of  the 
conditions,  duties,  and  obligations  •  •  •  or  to  conduct  his 
business  in  a  satisfactory  manner^  then"  appellant  might  at 
its  option  terminate  the  contract.  Under  the  allegations  and 
proof  on  this  subject  it  is  not  claimed  or  shown  that  the 
agreement  was  terminated  because  respondent  failed  to  com- 
ply with  the  imposed  conditions,  duties,  and  obligations,  or 
because  he  failed  to  conduct  his  business  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  Under  these  circumstances  appellant  cannot  assert 
that  the  agreement  was  terminated  under  the  foregoing  stipu- 
lation and  this  Qlaim  need  not  be  further  considered. 

The  main  contention  is  that  the  evidence  does  not  justify 
the  damages  awarded  by  the  court  for  the  breach  of  this  con- 
tract The  record  presents  a  case  of  facts  showing  that  the 
appellant  made  an  agreement  with  the  respondent  whereby  he 
was  appointed  appellant's  agent  for  a  portion  of  this  state  to 
solicit  persons  to  take  insurance  with  the  appellant  and 
to  collect  and  pay  over  the  premiums  on  all  the  insurance 
effected  by  him,  requiring  him  to  devote  all  of  his  time 
and  efforts  to  such  business  for  the  period  of  ten  years. 
Kespondent  entered  upon  the  performance  of  his  duties  and 
obligations  and  effected  insurance  and  collected  premiums  for 
the  period  of  two  years.  He  organized  the  territory  allotted 
to  him,  secured  persons  to  work  under  his  direction,  and 
expended  money  in  establishing  an  insurance  business  to  be 
carried  on  under  the  appointment  so  made.  At  the  expiration 
of  two  years  appellant  breached  the  agreement  by  an  unjusti- 
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fiable  terniination  thereof,  and  thereby  prevented  respondent 
from  continuing  as  its  insurance  agent  in  the  business  so 
organized.  The  claim  is  that  the  respondent  has  been  com- 
pensated for  the  insurance  he  had  effected  and  the  premiums 
collected  by  him  to  the  time  of  the  alleged  breach,  and  that 
no  damages  could  be  awarded  for  prospective  losses,  because 
they  were  speculative,  imaginary,  and  uncert^iin,  and  there- 
fore too  remote  to  be  recoverable  in  the  law.  The  damages 
recoverable  for  a  breach  of  contract  must  be  reasonably  cer- 
tain and  the  proximate  result  of  the  breach.  This  excludes 
recovery  of  all  merely  speculative,  possible,  or  imaginary 
damages.  The  inquiry  in  each  claim  for  future  damages  for 
breach  of  contract  is  whether  or  not  they  are  traceable  as  the 
result  of  the  breach.  In  all  such  cajses  the  elements  of  the 
damages  are  involved  in  some  uncertainty  and  contingency; 
yet  if  under  the  facts  shown  it  can  be  inferred  with  reasonable 
certainty  that  the  breach  <^aused  the  other  party  to  tlie  agree- 
ment pecuniary  loss,  then  he  should  be  allowed  to  recover 
compensation  to  make  good  the  loss,  and  this  though  consid- 
eration of  future  profits  may  be  involved  in  its  ascertainment 
The  adjudications  on  this  subject  are  not  harmonious  in 
their  conclusions,  nor  is  there  any  uniformity  as  to  what  are 
held  to  be  remote  and  what  proximate  damages.  Under  the 
decisions  of  this  court  it  is  established  that: 

"Where  the  profits  lost  are  such  as  the  parties,  at  the  incep- 
tion of  the  contract,  had  in  contemplation,  and  the  person 
guilty  of  the  breach  of  it  must  reasonably  have  anticipated 
would  result  therefrom  to  the  other  party,  and  there  is 
evidence  sufficient  to  furnish  a  legitimate  basis  for  their 
determination,  by  the  exercise  of  sound  judgment  on  the  part 
of  the  jury,  they  constitute  a  proper  measure  of  damages,  and 
are  recoverable."  Schumuker  v.  IleinenuMfin,  99  Wis.  251, 
257,  74  N.  W.  785. 

This  rule  was  there  applied  and  held  to  allow  recovery  for 
breach  of  contract  of  a  traveling  salesman  who  was  to  be  com- 
pensated by  commissions  on  the  sales  made,  and  was  allowed 
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to  recover  damages  for  the  prospective  sales  for  the  unexpired 
period  of  the  contract,  when  it  was  terminated.  Other  cases 
in  this  court  to  the  same  effect  are  Treat  v,  Hiles,  81  Wis. 
280,  50  2f.  W.  896;  Cameron  v.  White,  74  Wis.  425,  43 
X.  W.  155. 

There  is  evidence  in  the  case  showing  the  amount  of 
business  respondent  did  during  the  first  two  years  of  the 
contract  period;  that  he  had  organized  it  with  a  view  to- 
enlarging  and  increasing  it  for  the  eight  remaining  years,  and 
to  this  end  he  invested  his  money  in  the  business;  that  he 
was  very  successful  as  an  insurance  solicitor  and  business 
promoter;  that  the  prospects  for  doing  a  future  business, 
with  the  enterprise  so  established,  were  favorable;  that  in  all 
reasonable  probability  he  would  do  an  increased  business; 
and  that  he  was  prevented  from  reaping  the  benefits  there- 
from only  by  appellant's  termination  of  his  agency.  This  is 
ample  proof  to  show  with  reasonable  certainty  that  damages 
resulted  to  respondent^  and  justified  the  trial  court  in  its 
conclusion  to  allow  the  amount  of  damages  awarded  for  the 
breach  of  the  contract 

The  point  is  made  that  the  amount  of  damages  so  found 
should  have  been  reduced  by  what  the  respondent  earned  out- 
side of  the  contract  employment  after  breach  and  before  trial. 
The  court  properly  refused  this  deduction.  This  is  an  action 
to  recover  the  damages  caused  by  the  breach  of  the  contract 
to  respondent's  agency  business,  built  up  under  this  agree- 
ment When  appellant  terminated  the  agreement  and  de- 
stroyed the  business  its  liability  became  fixed.  It  was 
responsible  for  the  value  of  the  agency  business  as  it  then^ 
existed  and  which  went  out  of  existence  by  its  illegal  act   . 

There  is  no  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Covrt. — Judgment  affirmed. 
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Bebq^  Respondent^  vs.  Town  op  Aitbubn,  Appellant 

October  7 — Octol>er  26,  1909. 

Highways:  Injuries  from  defects:  Deposit  of  materials  for  repair: 
Frightening  horses:  Negligence:  Evidence:  Special  verdict, 

1.  Town  authorities  have  the  right  to  deposit  material  in  the  high- 

way at  convenient  and  proper  places  for  the  purpose  of  repair 
ing  the  same,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care;  but  they  have  no 
right  to  so  place  such  material  as  to  render  the  highway  dan- 
gerous to  travelers,  and  permit  it  to  remain  an  unreasonable 
time. 

2.  Findings  in  a  special  verdict  to  the  efCect  that  an  iron  pipe  two 

and  a  half  feet  in  diameter,  twelve  feet  long,  painted  red.  which 
the  defendant  town  had  placed  about  eight  feet  from  the  trav- 
eled track  and  permitted  to  remain  there  for  eleven  daya^  was 
an  object  likely  to  frighten  horses  of  ordinary  gentleness,  and 
that  defendant  was  negligent  in  allowing  it  to  remain  where 
it  did,  are  held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

3.  The  findings  above  mentioned,  together  with  findings  that  de- 

fendant's negligence  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  in- 
jury, that  plaintiff  was  not  guilty  of  contributory  negligence, 
and  assessing  his  damages,  are  held  sufficiently  to  have  covered 
the  material  controverted  issues,  especially  in  the  absence  of 
any  request  for  the  submission  of  other  questions. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chip- 
pewa county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  JudgB.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  a  judgment  recovered  against  the 
defendant  town  in  a  personal  injury  action*  The  plaintiffs 
horse  shied  at  a  piece  of  iron  culvert  pipe  placed  in  a  public 
highway  by  authority  of  the  town  ojBScers,  and  the  plaintiff 
was  thrown  from  a  buggy  and  injured.  The  jury  returned 
the  following  verdict: 

"(1)  Was  the  pipe  in  the  position  and  condition  it  was 
allowed  to  remain  by  the  defendant  an  object  likely  to 
frighten  horses  of  ordinary  gentleness  driven  along  the  high- 
way ?    A.  Yes. 

"(2)  Was  the  defendant  guilty  of  any  negligence  in  allow- 
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ing  the  pipe  to  remain  in  the  position  and  condition  it  did 
remain?    A.  Yes, 

"(3)  If  your  answer  to  question  2  is  'Yes/  then  was  such 
n^ligence  the  proximate  cause  of  the  plaintiff's  injury? 
A»  X  es. 

"(4)  Was  plaintiff  guilty  of  any  want  of  ordinary  care 
that  contributed  to  produce  his  injury  ?    A.  No. 

"(5)  If  the  court  is  of  the  opinion  that  plaintiff  is  entitled 
to  recover,  then  in  what  sum  do  you  assess  his  damages? 
A.  $200." 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  the 
defendant  moved  for  a  nonsuit,  which  was  denied.  Motions 
were  made  by  defendant  to  change  the  answers  to  question 
No.  2  from  "Yes"  to  "No,"  and  to  question  No.  4  from  "No" 
to  "Yes,"  and  for  judgment  on  the  verdict  as  so  amended, 
and  also  that  the  verdict  be  set  aside  and  for  a  new  trial, 
which  motions  were  denied. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  W,  M,  Bowe  and 
D.  E.  Cook,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Bowe, 

Alexander  WUey,  for  the  respondent 

Kebwin,  J.  1.  Error  is  assigned  because  of  the  refusal 
of  the  court  to  grant  defendant's  motion  for  nonsuit  and  the 
refusal  to  amend  the  special  verdict  and  order  judgment  for 
the  defendant  This  contention  is  based  upon  the  idea  that 
the  pipe  placed  in  the  highway  was  not  unlawfully  there  and 
was  not  of  such  a  character  as  to  amount  to  an  obstruction  or 
render  the  highway  defective,  and  that  the  pipe  having  been 
placed  upon  the  highway  for  the  purpose  of  repairing  a 
culvert  therein  it  was  lawfully  there,  hence  there  was  no 
liability  on  the  part  of  the  town.  The  evidence  shows  that 
the  highway  in  question  ran  east  and  west,  and  that  the  iron 
culvert  pipe  was  two  and  one-half  feet  in  diameter  and  about 
twelve  feet  long  and  painted  red ;  that  it  lay  about  eight  feet 
from  the  north  wheel  track,  and  that  the  road  was  about  sixty 
feet  wide;  that  on  the  south  side  of  the  road  was  considerable 
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T>nish,  and  the  distance  between  the  south  wheel  track  and 
the  south  fence  was  over  two  rods.  There  was  also  a  piece  of 
pipe  about  nine  feet  long  on  the  south  side  of  the  traveled 
track,  which  pipe  lay  in  the  brush  pretty  close  to  the  fence 
and  about  one  and  one-half  rods  from  the  main  traveled  track. 
The  pipe  was  of  such  a  character  that  it  frightened  horses. 
It  was  allowed  to  remain  in  the  highway  eleven  days.  There 
was  some  brush  thrown  upon  it  which  covered  it  as  long  as 
the  leaves  on  the  brush  remained  green,  but  after  the  leaves 
•dried  it  looked  worse  than  if  it  had  not  been  covered  at  all. 
For  about  a  week  before  the  accident  the  pipe  had  only  a  little 
brush  on  it  The  west  end  of  the  pipe  waa  practically  bare, 
the  sun  having  dried  the  leaves  and  the  wind  taken  off  8<Hne 
of  the  brush. 

It  is  plain  from  the  evidence  that  the  town  authorities  in 
covering  the  pipe  with  brush  recognized  the  fact  that  a  pipe  of 
such  size  and  painted  red  as  it  was  and  in  such  dose  proximity 
to  the  traveled  track  was  calculated  to  frighten  horses,  and, 
upon  tlie  evidence  showing  the  length  of  time  it  was  per- 
mitted to  remain  in  the  condition  it  was  after  it  became 
exposed,  the  jury  were  warranted  in  finding  that  it  con- 
stituted a  defect  in  the  highway  and  negligence  on  the  part 
of  the  town  authorities  in  permitting  it  to  remain.  WTiile 
it  is  doubtless  true  that  the  town  authorities  would  have  the 
right  to  place  material  in  the  highway  at  convenient  and 
proper  places  for  the  purpose  of  repairing  the  same  in  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care,  it  is  also  true  that  they  have  no 
right  to  so  place  such  material  in  such  position  as  to  render 
the  highway  dangerous  to  the  traveling  public  and  permit  it 
to  remain  an  unreasonable  length  of  time  in  sudi  position. 
Foshay  v.  Glen  Haven,  25  Wis.  288;  Loberg  v.  Amherst, 
87  Wis.  634,  58  N.  W.  1048 ;  Laird  v.  Otsego,  90  Wis.  26, 
62  N.  W.  1042;  Carlon  v.  Greenfield,  130  Wis.  842,  110 
N.  W.  208. 

In  Cai'lon  v.  Greenfield,  supra,  this  court  held  that^  where 
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material  is  deposited  by  the  town  authorities  for  the  purpose 
of  repairing  culverts,  the  officers  of  the  town  are  required  to 
exercise  reasonable  care  in  selecting  a  place  least  calculated 
to  frighten  ordinarily  gentle  horses  in  the  use  of  the  road, 
and  we  think  in  the  case  at  bar  it  was  a  question  for  the 
jury  to  determine  whether  the  authorities  of  the  town  were 
n^ligent  in  depositing  the  pipe  where  they  did  and  per- 
mitting it  to  remain  for  a  period  of  about  eleven  days,  during 
the  last  week  of  which  time  it  was  practically  uncovered  and 
in  plain  sight  of  horses  traveling  upon  the  highway.  In 
Ilalstead  v.  Warsaw,  43  App.  Div.  39,  59  N.  Y.  Supp.  518, 
it  was  held  in  a  case  where  the  authorities  of  the  village  had 
been  using  a  steam  roller  to  improve  its  street^  that  when 
the  work  upon  the  street  was  suspended  for  the  day,  if  an 
obstruction  to  the  unrestricted  use  of  the  highway,  such 
obstruction  should  be  guarded  so  as  not  to  menace  the  travel- 
ing public;  and  it  was  further  held  that  it  was  for  the  jury 
to  say  whether  a  steam  roller  left  upon  the  highway  would 
tend  to  frighten  horses,  and,  if  so,  it  was  incumbent  upon 
those  having  charge  of  it  to  have  it  removed  from  the  street 
when  the  work  was  completed  for  the  day.  See,  also, 
Eggleston  v.  Columbia  T.  R.  Co.  82  N.  Y.  278.  In  the  case 
at  bar  the  jury  would  have  been  justified  in  finding  that  the 
pipe  deposited  was  of  such  character  as  to  frighten  horses  of 
-ordinary  gentleness,  and  that  the  authorities  of  the  town 
failed  to  exercise  reasonable  care  in  placing  and  maintaining 
such  pipe  as  it  was  placed  and  maintained  for  a  period  of 
about  eleven  days  before  the  accident 

2.  Error  is  also  assigned  in  the  submission  of  a  special 
Terdict  on  the  ground  that  the  material  controverted  issues 
were  not  submitted.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  no 
request  for  a  special  verdict  or  any  questions,  nor  for  instruc- 
tions, was  made  by  the  defendant.  The  evidence  was  in 
<x)nflict  as  to  whether  or  not  the  pipe  rested  against  the  fence 
■or  was  placed  at  a  distance  of  about  four  feet  from  the  fence. 
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It  also  appears  that  the  space  from  the  south  side  of  the 
traveled  track  to  the  fence  was  a  little  over  two  rods,  and 
that  there  was  considerable  brush  on  the  south  side  covering  a 
sliort  piece  of  pipe  placed  on  that  side,  being  about  one  and 
one-half  rods  from  the  main  traveled  track.  So  we  think  oit 
the  facts  in  the  case  the  controverted  issues  were  sufficiently 
submitted  to  the  jury,  and  especially  so  in  the  absence  of  any 
request  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  for  other  questions. 
The  main  questions  for  the  jury  to  determine  were  whether 
the  pipe,  in  the  position  and  condition  in  which  it  was 
allowed  to  remain,  was  an  object  likely  to  frighten  horses  of 
ordinary  gentleness,  and  whether  the  defendant  was  guilty 
of  negligence  in  allowing  the  pipe  to  remain  in  such  condi- 
tion and  thereby  render  the  highway  defective.  The  answers 
to  tliese  questions  in  tlie  affirmative  upon  sufficient  evidence 
CvStablished  the  fact  of  the  defective  condition  of  the  highway 
tlirough  the  negligence  of  the  defendant.  Carlon  v.  Oreenr 
field,  130  Wis.  342,  110  N.  W.  208;  TifiJcer  v.  N.  Y.,  0.  & 
W.  B.  Co.  71  Hun,  431,  24  N.  Y.  Supp.  977. 

The  defendant  also  excepted  to  the  following  instruction: 

"You  are  instructed  that  the  defendant  had  a  right  to  store 
the  pipe  in  the  highway  a  reasonable  length  of  time,  pro- 
viding it  exercised  ordinary  care  in  so  storing  it;"  and  the 
furtlier  instruction:  "In  considering  whether  or  not  the  de- 
fendant was  guilty  of  any  negligence  in  allowing  the  pipe 
to  remain  in  the  position  and  condition  it  did  remain,  you 
will  consider,  among  other  things,  the  position  and  condition 
of  the  pipe  as  shown  by  the  evidence,  also  the  length  of  time 
it  was  allowed  to  remain  in  the  highway." 

We  see  no  objection  to  these  instructions,  and  think  they 
were  in  line  with  the  law  as  laid  down  by  this  court  Carlon 
V,  Greenfield,  supra;  Lyon  v.  Grand  Rapids,  121  Wis.  609, 
99  N.  W.  311.  We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  record, 
and  think  the  case  was  fairly  submitted  to  the  jury;  hence 
tlie  judgment  of  the  court  below  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Lehman,  Appellant,  vs.  Chicago,  St.  Paui^,  Minneapolis 
&  Omaha  Kail  way  Company,  Respondent* 

October  7 — October  26,  1909. 

Master  and  servant:  Injury  from  defective  tools:  Simple  tools:  Duty 
to  "inspect:**  Contriluiory  negligence:  Questions  for  jury:  Prox- 
imate cause:  Special  verdict:  Presuinption  as  to  findings  on 
omitted  facts:  Instructions  to  jury:  Evidence:  Immaterial  errors. 

1.  A  pick  or  hammer  used  by  locomotive  firemen  for  breaking  up 

coal  and  consisting  of  a  wooden  handle  about  three  feet  long  in- 
serted In  an  Iron  cross-head  having  a  hammer  face  on  one  end 
and  pick  point  on  the  other  Is  a  simple  tool  which  the  master  is 
not  bound  to  Inspect  to  ascertain  the  development  of  defects  or 
disrepair  In  the  course  of  Its  use. 

2.  In  an  action  by  a  locomotive  fireman  whose  eye  was  Injured  by  a 

piece  of  coal  flying  into  It  when  he  struck  a  large  lump  of  coal 
with  a  pick  or  hammer  which  was  defective  by  reason  of  its 
face  having  become  worn  and  rounded  by  use»  the  question 
whether,  in  seizing  the  hammer  and  striking  the  blow  without 
looking  at  it  at  all,  the  plaintiff  exercised  ordinary  care,  was  a 
question  of  fact  for  the  Jury. 
8.  In  the  rule  that  a  servant  is  not  bound  to  inspect  machinery  and 
appliances  furnished  by  the  master,  but  may  rely  upon  the  mas- 
ter to  furnish  safe  tools  and  appliances,  the  word  'inspect"  re- 
fers to  a  somewhat  careful  or  critical  examination;  and  a  serv- 
ant may  be  negligent  In  using  a  tool  without  even  glancing  at 
It,  If,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ordinarily  prudent  and  careful  persons 
are  accustomed  to  look  at  such  tools  before  using  them  under 
similar  circumstances. 

4.  It  cannot  be  held  In  such  a  case  that  because  the  servant  did  not 

know  of  a  defect  In  the  tool  he  could  not  have  anticipated  that 
an  injury  might  result  therefrom  and  therefore  that  his  omis- 
sion to  look  at  it  did  not  proximately  contribute  to  an  injury  so 
resulting.  He  must  be  deemed  to  have  known  that  which  he 
would  have  learned  had  he  exercised  ordinary  care. 

5.  It  Is  not  essential  to  the  existence  of  a  legal  causal  relation  be- 

tween a  servant's  negligence  and  an  Injury  sustained  by  him 
that  he  should  have  anticipated  the  precise  injury  which  oo- 
curred.  It  Is  sufficient  If  the  negligent  act  was  one  from  which 
an  ordinarily  prudent  person  might  anticipate  some  Injury  to 
himself. 

6.  Whether  findings  In  a  special  verdict,  to  the  effect  that  a  simple 

tool  which  a  servant  was  using  when  Injured  was  In  a  defective 
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condition  and  that  such  defective  condition  was  the  proximate 
cause  of  his  injnry,  were  suflfieient  or  insufficient  to  oonvict  the 
master  of  negligence,  not  determined. 

7.  If  in  such  a  case  the  special  yerdict  was  insufficient  upon  the 
question  of  defendant's  negligence,  the  court,  having  rendered 
judgment  for  the  defendant,  will  be  deemed  to  have  determined 
upon  the  evidence  that  defendant  was  not  negligent  Sec.  2858iii, 
Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  346). 

S.  An  instruction  to  the  effect  that  If  the  tool  plaintiff  was  using  was 
defective,  and  if  by  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  he  "could** 
have  examined  it  and  observed  its  condition  before  using  it,  he 
was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence,  was  not  erroneous  because 
the  word  "could"  was  used  rather  than  the  words  "ou^t  to." 

9.  Instructions  relative  to  a  question  upon  which  the  jury  found  in 
appellant's  favor  cannot  be  assigned  as  error  by  him. 
10.  Appellant  was  not  prejudioed  by  the  admission  of  evidence  relat- 
ing to  a  question  upon  which  the  Jury  found  in  his  favor  and 
having  no  bearing  upon  any  question  upon  which  they  found 
against  him. 


Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chip- 
pewa county ;  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Afftrmed, 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  W.  H.  Frawley  dc 
T,  F.  Frawley,  and  oral  argument  by  T.  F.  Frawley.  They 
cited,  among  other  cases,  Boelter  v,  Ross  L.  Co.  103  Wi* 
324,  79  N.  W.  243 ;  Stork  v.  Charles  Siolper  C.  Co.  127  Wis. 
318,  106  N,  W.  841 ;  Dowd  v.  C,  M.  A  8t.  P.  R.  Co. 
84  Wis.  105,  54  N.  W.  24;  Hardt  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R. 
Co.  130  Wis.  612,  110  N.  W.  427 ;  Polaski  v.  Pittsburgh 
C.  D.  Co.  134  Wis.  259,  114  K  W.  437;  Horn  v.  La  Crosse 
B.  Co.  123  Wis.  399,  101  N.  W.  935 ;  Mauch  v.  Hartford, 

112  Wis.  40,  87  N.  W.  816;  Ruscher  v.  Stanley,  120  Wis. 
380,  98  N.  W.  223 ;  Hocking  v.  Windsor  8.  Co.  125  Wis. 
675,  104  N.  W.  705 ;  Yaadzewski  v.  Barker,  131  Wis.  494, 
111  X.  W.  689;  Bandekow  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  136  Wis. 
341,  117  K  W.  812;  Bloor  v.  Delafield,  69  Wis.  273,  34 
i^.  W.  115;  Anderson  v.  Chicago  B.  Co.  127  Wis.  273,  106 
N.  W.  1077;  Leque  v.  Madison  0.  &  E.  Co.  133  Wis.  547, 

113  N.  W.  946;  Clemens  v.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  4c  0.  R.  Co. 
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137  Wis.  387,  119  K  W.  102;  Olwell  v.  SJcobis.  126  Wis. 
508,  105  N.  W.  777. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  hrief  by  Bundy  &  Wilcox 
and  James  B.  Slieean,  and  oral  argument  by  B.  P.  Wilcox. 
Besides  other  authorities,  they  cited  Poluckie  v.  Wegerike, 
137  Wis.  433,  119  N.  W.  188;  Hyer  v.  JanesviOe,  101  Wis. 
371,  77  N.  W.  729 ;  Klatt  v.  N.  C.  Foster  L.  Co.  92  Wis. 
622,  66  iSr.  W.  791 ;  Holt  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  94  Wis. 
596,  69  N.  W.  352 ;  Kucera,  v.  Merrill  L.  Co.  91  Wis.  637, 
65  N.  W.  374 ;  Reffke  v.  Patten  P.  Co.  136  Wis.  535,  117 
N.  W.  1004;  Nass  v.  Schvlz.  105  Wis.  146,  81  N.  W.  133; 
Dean  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  43  Wis.  305 ;  Ooltz  v.  Miiiratd-ee, 
L.  S.  x&  W.  R.  Co.  76  Wis.  136,  44  N.  W.  752 ;  McKeon  v. 
C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  04  Wis.  477,  69  N.  W.  175 ;  Monloauye 
V.  Northern  E.  Mfg.  Co.  127  Wis.  22, 105  N.  W.  1043. 

Timlin,  J.  The  complaint  in  this  case  averred  that  the 
plaintiff  was  a  locomotive  fireman  in  the  employment  of  de- 
fendant In  the  performance  of  such  duty  he  was  required 
to  use  a  pick  or  hammer  for  the  purpose  of  breaking  the 
larger  pieces  of  coal  preparatory  to  putting  the  same  in  the 
fire  box.  In  striking  the  coal  with  this  pick  or  hammer  a 
piece  of  coal  flew  into  his  eye  and  injured  it  The  pick  or 
hammer  was  defective,  in  that  the  outer  edges  of  its  face 
had  become  worn  and  rounded  from  long  continued  use.  The 
defendant  failed  in  its  duty  to  furnish  the  plaintiff  reason- 
ably safe  tools  and  appliances.  The  jury  found  that  the  pick 
was  in  a  defective  condition  and  this  defective  condition  was 
the  cause  of  the  plaintiff's  injury,  but  that  the  plaintiff  was 
guilty  of  a*  want  of  ordinary  care  which  contributed  to  his 
injury. 

1.  Various  errors  are  assigned  by  appellant,  but,  the  ver- 
dict being  in  appellant's  favor  on  all  points  submitted  to  the 
jury  except  his  contributory  negligence,  only  those  alleged 
errors  affecting  the  verdict  and  relating  to  contributory  negli- 
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gence  or  bearing  upon  that  issue  can  be  considered  prejudicial 
to  the  appellant  The  accident  occurred  on  March  7,  1907, 
prior  to  the  time  at  which  ch.  254,  Laws  of  1907,  went  into 
efFoct 

The  pick  or  hammer  is  an  implement  having  a  wooden 
handle  about  three  feet  long  inserted  in  an  iron  cross-head 
having  a  hammer  face  on  one  end  and  a  pick  point  on  tlie 
other  end,  and  is  in  all  respects  a  simple  tool  within  the  rule 
of  Meyer  v.  Ladewig,  130  Wis.  566,  110  N.  W.  419,  and 
cases  there  cited.  The  hammer  end  of  this  pick  originally 
presented  a  flat  surface  which  had  become  battered  and 
convex  by  use.  Were  the  question  properly  before  us,  we 
would  not  be  inclined  to  hold  that  the  implement  was  unsafe 
or  defective  in  this  condition.  But,  the  jury  having  found 
that  the  coal  pick  was  in  a  defective  condition  at  the  time  of 
the  accident,  the  case  will  be  deicided  upon  the  hypothesis 
that  this  finding  is  a  verity.  The  third  question  of  the 
special  verdict  finding  the  plaintiff  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence  must  bar  his  recovery  unless  it  ought  to  be  set 
aside  and  the  answer  of  the  jury  changed  from  "yes"  to  "no" 
because  of  lack  of  evidence  to  support  such  finding. 

From  the  plaintiff's  evidence  it  appears  that  at  the  time 
of  the  injury  he  was  busy  shoveling  coal,  and  in  so  doing 
encountered  a  very  large  lump  of  coal  whidi  he  tried  to  move 
with  his  shovel. 

'That  was  the  first  time  I  thought  of  a  coal  pick,  so  I 
reached  up  to  the  usual  place  where  coal  picks  are  kept,  right 
up  handy  on  the  right  side  of  the  engine — T  always  carry 
mine — ^used  to.  I  reached  up  there  and  took  the  coal  pick 
and  got  hold  of  the  coal  pick,  and  I  struck  the  coal  and  was 
struck  in  the  eye.  I  reached  up  on  the  right-hand  side  of  the 
engine  and  got  the  pick  and  stepped  down  and  struck  it,  and 
tried  to  break  it  so  it  would  all  come  out.  It  could  not  come 
out  the  way  it  was.  It  was  too  big;  too  long;  and  the  first 
blow  I  struck  it  fiew  up  and  struck  me  in  the  eye." 

lie  had  not  prior  to  that  time  ascertained  whether  there 
was  a  pick  on  the  engine  or  not,  evidently  presuming  that  the 
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ongine  carried  a  pick  as  usual,  and  he  further  testified  upon 
cross-examination  that  he  did  not  make  any  examination  of 
the  pick  before  he  struck  the  coal,  did  not  look  at  it  at  all, 
<lid  not  look  to  see  what  kind  of  a  face  it  had  on  it,  or  whether 
it  was  a  new  pick  or  an  old  pick;  just  caught  it  up  by  the 
handle  and  took  a  swing  at  the  coal.  He  was  an  experienced 
fireman,  and  claimjed  to  know  that  picks  of  this  kind  so 
battered  as  to  present  a  convex  surface  on  the  hammer  end 
were  apt  to  cause  coal  splinters  to  fly,  but  did  not  know  that 
the  pick  in  question  was  in  this  condition,  and  did  not  look  at 
tlie  pick  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining. 

The  question  of  the  contributory  negligence  of  one  injured 
T>y  the  negligence  of  another  is  usually  a  question  of  fact. 
The  question  whether  one  seizing  a  pick,  a  hammer,  or  an 
ax,  and  striking  a  blow  with  it  without  even  glancing  at  the 
condition  of  the  implement,  is  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary 
<;are,  seems  to  be  peculiarly  a  question  of  fact  for  the  jury. 
The  more  general  rules  that  there  is  no  duty  on  the  part  of 
the  servant  to  inspect  machinery  and  appliances  furnished 
by  the  master,  and  that  the  servant  may  rely  upon  the  master 
to  furnish  safe  tools  and  appliances,  do  not  at  all  conflict 
with  this  conclusion.  Inspection  means  a  somewhat  careful 
-or  critic^  examination.  Armour  v.  Brazeau,  191  111.  117, 
60  N.  E.  904;  Texas  &  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  Allen,  114  Fed.  177, 
62  C.  C.  A.  133.  Notwithstanding  the  servant  may  rely 
upon  the  master  discharging  his  duty  to  furnish  safe  tools 
and  appliances  and  is  not  called  upon  to  inspect  them  before 
using,  still,  if  as  a  matter  of  fact  ordinarily  prudent  and 
•careful  persons  are  used  to  glance  at  the  implement  with 
which  they  strike  before  striking  a  blow  under  the  circum- 
stances in  this  case,  and  the  plaintiff  neglected  to  do  so,  and 
^uch  neglect  contributed  to  cause  the  injury  in  question,  he 
may  well  be  found  guilty  of  contributory  negligence. 

It  is  said  that  contributory  negligence  must  proximately 
liave  contributed  to  produce  the  injury  complained  of,  and 
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no  act  or  omission  is  the  proximate  cause  of  an  injury  unless 
the  person  guilty  of  the  act  or  omission  ought  in  the  exercise 
of  ordinary  diligence  to  have   anticipat-ed   that  an  injury 
might  result;  that^  not  knowing  of  the  defect  in  question,  the 
plaintiff  could  not  have  anticipated   injury;  and  that  his 
omission  to  look  at  the  implemwit  before  using  it,  even  if  a 
lack  of  ordinary  care,  was  not  such  lack  of  ordinary  care  as 
had  legal  causal  relation  to  the  injury.     This  is  ingenious, 
but  unsound.     Knowledge  which  may  be  acquired  by  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care  is  for  the  purposes  of  this  rule 
knowledge  possessed.    For  all  that  plaintiff  knew  or  tried  to 
know,  tlie  pick  head  might  be  loose,  or  the  handle  might  be 
broken,  or  he  migjht  have  seized  the  wrong  implement     It 
was  not  necessary  that  he  should  have  anticipated  the  precise 
injury  which  occuiTcd.     If  the  act  was  careless  and  likely  to 
result  in  some  injury,  that  is  sufficient     When  the  jury 
found   the   plaintiff  lacking   in  ordinary   c^re  which   con- 
tributed to  the  injury,  they  necessarily  found  that  reaching 
for  a  tool  or  implement  to  its  accustomed  place,  grasping  it, 
swinging  it  up,  and  striking  a  blow  with  it  without  looking 
at  the  tool  or  implement  was  an  act  from  which  an  ordinarily 
prudent  person  might  anticipate  some   injury  to  himself. 
In  other  words,  they  found  all  the  elements  of  fact  which 
go  to  make  up  a  case  of  contributory  negligence.     It  could 
hardly  be   claimed   that  notwithstanding  the   duty   of   the 
mast>er  to  furnish  safe  tools  and  appliances,  and  notwith- 
standing the  right  of  the  servant  to  presume  that  the  master 
has  performed  his  duty,  the  latter,  although  he  may  omit  the 
more  formal  act  of  inspection,  might  also  omit  all  usual  and 
ordinary  care. 

2.  The  only  facts  found  by  the  verdict  relative  to  the 
negligence  of  the  defendant  were  as  follows:  (1)  The  pick 
that  plaintiff  used  at  the  time  of  the  accident  was  in  a 
defective  condition;  (2)  such  defective  condition  was  the 
proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  injury.    We  have  seen  that  the- 
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implement  was  one  properly  described  as  a  simple  tool.  The 
verdict  did  not  expressly  find  that  the  defendant  knew  or 
ought  to  have  known  of  the  defective  condition  of  the  pick, 
or  any  other  fact  or  circumstance  tending  to  show  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  except  that  the  tool  at  the  time 
of  the  accident  was  in  a  defective  condition  and,  by  the  sec- 
ond answer  of  the  special  verdict,  that  the  defective  condition 
of  the  pick  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  injury. 
Slorh  V.  Charles  Stolper  C.  Co.  127  Wis.  318,  106  N.  W. 
841;  Meyer  v.  Ladeung,  130  Wis.  566,  110  N.  W.  419; 
Isaacson  v.  Wis.  Tel.  Co.  138  Wis.  63,  119  K  W.  804. 
If  the  verdict  be  in  this  respect  insufficient,  the  court  below 
having  rendered  judgment  for  the  defendant,  it  must  be 
considered  that  the  court  determined  upon  the  evidence  that 
the  defendant  was  not  negligent.  Sec.  2858m,  Stats.  (Laws 
of  1907,  ch.  346) ;  Bates  v.  C,  M.  &  8t.  P.  R.  Co.,  ante, 
p.  235,  122  N.  W.  745.  But  we  do  not  decide  that  these 
two  findings  were  sufficient  or  insufficient  to  convict  the 
dd:endant  of  negligence.  If  we  assume  as  most  favorable  to 
the  appellant  and  for  the  purposes  of  this  decision  that  they 
were  so  sufficient,  that  is  all  appellant  can  ask. 

3.  Error  is  assigned  upon  the  following  instruction  to  the 
jury  relative  to  the  third  question  of  the  special  verdict: 

"By  'ordinary  care'  is  meant  such  care  as  the  great  mass 
of  mankind  ordinarily  exercise  under  the  same  or  similar 
circumstances,  and  if  you  find  the  pidc  was  defective,  and 
further  find  that  plaintiff  by  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care 
could  have  examined  it  and  observed  its  condition  before 
using  it,  then  you  must  find  this  question  in  the  affirmative,, 
or,  if  you  find  that  he  was  otherwise  guilty  of  any  want  of 
ordinary  care  that  contributed  to  produce  his  injury,  then 
you  will  answer  the  question  in  the  affirmative." 

The  principal  criticism^  submitted  is  upon  the  use  of  the 
word  "could."  Appellant  contends  that  the  words  used  at 
this  place  should  have  been  "ou|^t  ta"    But  what  one  could 
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in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  do  to  avoid  injury,  that  he 
ought  to  do;  and  one  ought  to  do  what  he  could  in  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care  do  to  avoid  injury.  The  instruction 
was  not  erroneous.  It  does  not  require  the  plaintiff  to  do 
all  he  could  do  to  avoid  the  injury,  but  to  do  all  that  he  in 
the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  could  do. 

4.  The  instructions  relative  to  what  is  meant  by  a  de- 
fective condition  cannot  be  assigned  as  error  by  the  appellant 
because  the  jury  found  in  his  favor  upon  that  point. 

5.  Error  is  assigned  on  the  admission  of  the  evidence  of 
Edgell  and  McDonald.  The  former,  after  testifying  that  he 
used  the  same  coal  pick  in  cracking  coal  from  the  time  the 
plaintiff  was  hurt  until  the  train  reached  its  destination,  was 
asked:  "Did  you  find  any  difficulty  in  using  it  for  that 
purpose!"  and  he  answered,  "Not  a  particle."  "Did  you 
find  that  it  caused  you  any  more  danger  to  break  coal  witli 
that  pick  than  any  other  pick  that  you  had  used  for  a  similar 
purpose?"  and  he  answered,  "No,  sir."  McDonald,  another 
witness,  testified  that  he  used  the  pick  on  the  run  next  day, 
and  was  asked,  "Did  you  find  in  the  use  of  that  pick  that  it 
increased  any  hazard  of  splinters  flying  from  other  picks 
that  you  had  used  ?"  to  whiph  he  answered,  "I  couldn't  see 
any  difference  in  it  to  other  picks."  This  testimony  related 
to  the  question  whether  or  not  the  pick  was  defective,  thereby 
causing  splinters  of  coal  to  fly.  As  we  have  seen,  this  finding 
was  in  favor  of  the  appellant;  consequently  the  appellant 
was  not  prejudiced  by  the  admission  of  the  evidence.  It  is 
suggested,  however,  that  this  evidence  has  some  bearing  on 
the  question  of  the  contributory  negligence  of  the  plaintiff. 
We  think  not  The  plaintiff's  contributory  negligence,  if  it 
existed,  and  it  was  found  by  the  jury  to  exist,  consisted  in 
reaching  for  the  pick,  swinging  it  up  and  striking  a  blow 
^vith  it  without  even  a  glance  at  the  pick  to  ascertain  its 
condition. 

By  the  Court. — ^The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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MiLLEBj  Eespondent,  vs.  Sovereign  Camp  Woodmen  of 

THE  World,  Appellant. 

October  7 — October  S6,  1909. 

Trial:  Questions  for  jury:  Death:  Presumption  from  absence:  ResU- 
dence:  Evidence:  Parent  <md  child:  Life  insurance:  Waiver  of 
proofs  of  death, 

1.  On  a  Jury  trial  where  different  minds  might  reasonably  draw  dif- 

ferent conclusions  from  the  evidence  as  to  a  fact  in  Issue,  the 
jury,  rather  than  the  court,  should  draw  the  inference. 

2.  Proof  of  diligent  search  and  inquiry  Is  not  required  to  establish 

the  presumption  of  death  of  a  person  who  has  been  absent  from 
his  home  or  place  of  residence  for  seven  years  without  being 
heard  from. 

3.  Upon  evidence  that  a  son  resided  with  his  widowed  mother  until 

his  majority  and  thereafter  returned  to  her  home  frequently 
and  made  it  his  headquarters,  and  in  the  absence  of  any  evi- 
dence that  he  acquired  or  intended  to  acquire  a  different  home 
or  place  of  residence,  the  trial  court  properly  assumed  that  his 
residence  was  with  his  mother. 

4.  Refusal  of  a  benefit  association  to  recognize  any  claim  based  on 

the  presumption  of  death  resulting  from  absence  was  a  waiver 
of  its  right  to  insist  upon  proofs  of  death  as  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  an  action  on  the  benefit  certificate. 

Appbai,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Groen 
county :  George  Grimm,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  plaintiff^  as  the  beneficiary  in  a  benefit  certificate 
issued  to  her  son  Otto  Miller,  brings  this  action  to  recover 
$1,000.  To  establish  the  death  of  the  insured  evidence  was 
offered  tending  to  show  that  at  the  time  the  action  was  begun 
he  had  been  absent  from  his  home  and  unheard  of  for  seven 
years.  No  evidence  was  offered  by  the  defendant.  The  court 
directed  a  verdict  in  favor  of  plaintiff,  and  such  ruling  is 
assigned  as  error. 

Otto  Miller  waa  last  heard  from  in  1899.  He  was  then 
twenty-three  years  of  age  and  unmarried.  He  was  a  mu- 
sician and  a  barber  and  had  pursued  both  callings  for  a 
livelihood,  and  had  been  away  from  home  on  and  off  for 
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several  years  prior  to  his  disappearance.  It  appears  that  he 
was  devoted  to  his  mother,  writing  to  her  frequently  when  he 
was  away,  and  returning  to  her  home  at  irregular  intervals. 
The  testimony  fairly  shows  that  in  so  far  as  the  alleged 
decedent  had  any  home  it  was  with  his  mother.  In  1899  he 
was  engaged  to  be  married  to  a  young  lady  at  Monroe,  where 
his  mother  resided.  In  July,  1899,  the  plaintiflF  and  Otto 
went  to  Salina,  Colorado,  where  Mrs,  Miller  visited  some 
relatives  until  the  following  July.  It  is  not  entirely  clear 
whether  she  went  to  Colorado  with  the  purpose  of  making  it 
her  permanent  home,  but  the  inference  from  the  testimony 
is  strong  that  she  did  not  Otto  did  not  remain  at  Salina 
long,  but  spent  most  of  his  time  in  Denver  and  Boulder  until 
December,  1899,  at  which  time  he  wrote  his  mother  from 
Denver.  Nothing  further  had  been  heard  from  him  up  to 
the  time  of  the  triaL  Some  rumors  reached  plaintiff  as  to  his 
whereabouts,  and  numerous  letters  were  written  to  parties 
who  it  was  thought  might  be  likely  to  know  of  him  if  he  were 
alive.  The  plaintiff  continued  to  make  the  required  pay- 
ments on  the  benefit  certificate  for  the  seven  years  after  the 
disappearance  of  her  son. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Jeffris,  Mouatr 
Smith  <&  Avery,  attorneys,  and  Arthur  H,  Bwmett,  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  M.  0.  Mouat. 

J.  M.  Beclcer,  for  the  respondent. 

Barnes,  J.  It  is  contended  by  the  defendant  that  the 
evidence  offered  was  insufficient  to  raise  the  presumption  of 
death  and  that  a  verdict  should  have  been  directed  in  its 
favor.  If  this  contention  be  not  well  taken,  then  it  is  urged 
that  the  jury  should  have  been  permitted  to  pass  upon  the 
principal  issue  in  the  case. 

Some  of  the  more  modem  cases  hold  that  an  interested 
party  seeking  to  establish  the  death  of  another  may  not  rely 
on  the  absence  of  such  party  from  his  home  or  place  of 
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residence  for  seven  years  withont  being  heard  from  as  being 
sufficient  to  raise  a  presumption  of  death,  but  in  addition 
thereto  it  must  be  shown  that  diligent  search  and  inquiry 
have  been  made  and  all  available  sources  of  information 
exhausted  without  result  before  a  prima  facie  case  of  death 
is  established.  Modem  Woodmen  of  America  v.  Oerdorn, 
72  Kan.  391,  82  Paa  1100,  2  L.  R  A.  n.  s.  809,  and  cases 
cited.  If  this  rule  is  adopted  by  this  court  the  judgment 
could  not  be  sustained.  While  a  considerable  amount  of 
evidence  of  search  and  inquiry  was  offered  by  plaintiff  and 
was  not  contradicted,  still  different  minds  might  reasonably 
draw  different  conclusions  as  to  whether  the  search  was  suffi- 
ciently diligent,  thorough,  and  exhaustive  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  rule.  In  such  a  case  the  jury  rather  than  the 
court  should  draw  the  inference.  The  rule  stated  by  Mr. 
Greenleaf  is  that: 

"After  the  lapse  of  seven  years,  without  intelligence  con- 
cerning the  person,  the  presumption  of  life  ceases,  and  the 
burden  of  proof  is  devolved  upon  the  other  party.  ...  It  is 
siifficient,  if  it  appears  that  he  has  been  absent  for  seven 
years  from  the  particular  state  of  his  residence,  without 
having  been  heard  from."    1  Greenl.  Ev.  §  41. 

Other  treatises  on  the  law  of  evidence  state  the  rule  in 
substantially  the  same  way.  4  Wigmore,  Ev.  §  2531 ;  Jones, 
Ev.  (2d  ed.)  §  61  (57).  Each  of  the  authors  named  cites 
an  abundance  of  cases  in  support  of  the  rule  announced. 
In  Cowan  v.  Lindsay,  30  Wis.  586,  this  court  adopted, 
without  qualification,  the  rule  as  laid  down  in  Greenleaf  on 
Evidence,  and  has  reiterated  such  rule  in  Whiieley  v. 
Equitable  L.  Assur.  Soc.  72  Wis.  177,  39  N.  W.  369,  and  in 
Wis.  T.  Co.  V.  Wis.  M.  <6  F.  Ins.  Co.  Bank,  105  Wis.  464, 
81  N.  W.  642,  although  it  was  not  necessary  to  the  decision 
of  either  of  the  two  cases  last  cited  to  do  so.  Thus  it  will 
he  seen  that  the  court  is  firmly  committed  to  the  general 
doctrine  which  does  not  require  proof  of  diligent  search  and 
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inquiry  in  order  to  establish  the  presiimption  of  death  when 
a  person  has  absented  himself  from  his  home  or  place  of 
residence  for  seven  years. 

To  hold  in  this  case  that  the  home  of  the  plaintiff  was  not 
that  of  her  son  would  be  equivalent  to  holding  that  where 
a  son  has  reached  his  majority^  and  has  made  it  a  practice  to 
work  away  from  home  at  times,  he  thereby  loses  his  domicile 
with  his  parents,  at  least  in  the  absence  of  direct  evidence 
on  his  part  of  intention  not  to  change  his  plaoe  of  residence. 

The  plaintiff  is  a  widow  seventy-two  years  of  age.  She  had 
six  children.  One  died  in  1898  and  one  in  1899,  and  three 
others  died  prior  to  1898,  so  that  Otto  was  the  only  living 
-child  and  heir  when  his  mother  went  to  Colorado  in  July, 
1899.  Otto  appears  from  the  evidence  to  have  been  an 
affectionate  son,  returning  often  to  the  home  of  his  mother, 
and  writing  her  very  frequently  during  his  absence.  The 
death  of  the  plaintiff's  daughter  Emma  in  1899  was  the 
immediate  cause  of  her  going  to  Colorado.  While  there  Otto 
made  her  numerous  visits  up  to  the  time  of  his  disappear- 
ance. There  was  nothing  to  suggest  that  he  had  acquired  or 
intended  to  acquire  a  home  or  place  of  residence  different 
from  that  of  his  mother.  Intention  is  almost  invariably  a 
controlling  element  in  determining  residence.  In  Pennsyl- 
vania it  is  held  that: 

'Tilesidence  is,  indeed,  made  up  of  fact  and  intention;  that 
is,  of  abode  with  intention  of  remaining.  But  it  is  not 
broken  by  going  to  seek  another  abode;  but  continues  until 
the  fact  and  intention  unite  in  another  abode  elsewhere." 
Pfoutz  V.  Comford,  36  Pa.  St  420,  422. 

Other  courts  hold  that  a  person  leaving  his  place  of  resi- 
dence with  the  present  intention  of  abandoning  it  thereby 
ceases  to  be  a  resident  of  such  place,  Svxmey  v.  Htdchins, 
13  Neb.  2GG,  13  N.  W.  282.  But  residence  is  not  lost  by 
leaving  it  for  temporary  purposes,  where  the  intenti(m 
remains  to  return  when  such  purposes  are  accomplished. 
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Davhmann  v.  City  Council,  39  N.  J.  Law,  57,  69 ;  Stratton 
V.  Briffham,  34  Tenn.  420,  422;  Warren  v.  TJiomaston ,. 
43  Me.  406,  418.  The  general  rule  is  that  a  man  must  have 
a  habitation  somewhere  and  that  he  can  have  but  one,  and 
that  in  order  to  lose  one  he  must  acquire  another.  Kellogg  v, 
Winnebago  Co.  42  Wis.  97,  107;  Bvlhley  v.  WiUiamstown ^ 
3  Gray,  493,  495.  Residence  signifies  a  person's  permanent 
home  and  principal  establishment,  to  which  whenever  he  is 
absent  he  has  the  intention  of  returning.  In  re  Clark's 
Estaie,  61  Hun,  619,  16  N.  Y.  Supp.  370,  371.  Sec.  69, 
Stats.  (1898),  prescribes  rules  for  determining  the  residence^ 
of  electors.  Subd.  3  of  this  section  provides  that  a  temporary 
absence  from  home  with  the  intention  of  returning  shall  not 
deprive  a  party  of  his  residence;  and  subd.  9  provides  that 
intention  to  acquire  a  new  residence  without  removal  shall 
avail  nothing,  and  that  neither  shall  removal  without  inten- 
tion. These  statutory  provisions  would  seem  to  be  merely 
declaratory  of  the  common  law. 

The  residence  of  Otto  Miller  was  with  his  mother,  at  least 
until  he  reached  his  majority,  as  he  could  form  no  valid 
intent  to  change  it  before.  There  is  no  proof  that  he  acquired 
or  attempted  to  acquire  any  new  residence.  There  is 
abundant  evidence  that  he  did  return  to  the  home  of  his 
mother  frequently,  and  at  least  made  it  his  headquarters. 
Under  these  circumstances  we  do  not  thiuk  the  court  erred 
in  assuming  that  the  residence  of  the  plaintiff  was  the  resi- 
dence of  her  son. 

The  certificate  upon  which  suit  was  brought  provided  that 
no  legal  proceeding  should  be  instituted  to  recover  thereunder 
until  ninety  days  after  proofs  of  death  were  furnished.  The 
constitution  of  the  defendant  required  the  officers  of  the  local 
camp  to  report  the  death  of  a  member  to  the  sovereign  clerk 
of  the  order,  and  made  it  the  duty  of  such  clerk  to  forward 
to  the  clerk  of  the  local  camp  such  blanks  as  should  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  sovereign  commander  and  finance  committee,. 
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upon  which  to  make  proof  satisfactory  to  them.  A  proper 
request  for  such  blanks  was  made,  and  was  refused  on  the 
ground  tliat  no  notice  of  death  had  been  received.  In  refus- 
ing to  send  the  blanks  an  officer  of  the  defendant,  presumably 
-duly  authorized,  stated  that  proof  of  absence  could  not  be 
received  as  proof  of  death,  and  that  the  validity  of  the  claim 
made  could  not  be  recognized  unless  actual  death  could  be 
shown.  The  defendant^  no  doubt  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  its  constitution,  had  blanks  upon  which  to  make 
proofs  of  death  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  it  The  plaintiff 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  know  what  was  required  in  this 
regard.  There  was  a  denial  of  liability  if  plaintiff  proposed 
to  rely  on  the  presumption  of  death  resulting  from  absence. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  defendant  waived  its  right  to 
insist  on  proofs  of  death  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
beginning  of  suit  King  v.  Hekla  F,  Ins.  Co.  58  Wis.  608, 
17  K  W.  297 ;  Faust  v.  Am.  F.  Ins,  Co.  91  Wis.  158,  64 
K  W.  883 ;  Matthews  v.  Capital  P.  Ins.  Co.  115  Wis-  272, 
91  K  W.  675. 

By  the  Court.^ — Judgment  affirmed. 


MoNEOE  Telephone  Company,  Appellant,  vs.  Luni-ow  and 

others,  Respondenta 

October  7 — October  26,  1909. 

telephone  companies:  Location  of  poles:  RemovaJ  by  cMy  o^icers:  Ob- 
struction in  streets. 

1.  Wbere  a  telephone  compafiy,  operating  under  a  city  ordinance  re- 
quiring It  to  locate  Its  poles  as  directed  by  the  council,  paid  no 
attention  to  a  resolution  of  the  council,  served  upon  the  com- 
pany, directing  removal  of  a  pole  set  without  previous  author- 
ity, it  cannot  complain  because  the  mayor  and  other  olBoerB  cai^ 
rled  out  the  directions  of  the  council  and  removed  the  pole. 

£2.  Whether  the  mayor  and  aldermen  were  justified  in  summarily 
removing  the  pole  as  an  obstruction  in  the  public  streets  under 
tecs.  1326,  1347,  SUts.  (1898),  not  determined.] 
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Appeal  from,  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Green 
county :  George  Grimm,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

J.  L.  Sherron,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  hj  A.  8.  Douglas, 
attorney,  and  Aylu/ard,  Davies  &  Olbrich,  of  counsel,  and 
oral  argument  by  Mr.  Douglas  and  Mr.  M.  B.  Olbrich. 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.  This  action  was  brought  to  recover 
damages  for  the  wrongful  removal  of  a  telephone  pole  stand- 
ing in  the  street  in  the  city  of  Monroe,  which  is  a  city  of 
the  fourth  class.  The  action  was  tried  before  the  court,  trial 
by  jury  having  been  waived.  The  plaintiff  was  operating 
its  system  in  said  city  under  an  ordinance  providing  that  the 
location  and  setting  of  all  poles  should  be  under  the  direction 
of  the  common  council.  It  set  the  pole  in  question,  without 
previous  authority  from  the  council,  in  one  of  the  streets  of 
the  city,  near  its  intersection  with  an  alley,  and  in  the  trav- 
'eled  track,  so  as  to  materially  obstruct  free  access  to  and  from 
the  alley.  The  city  council  by  resolution  directed  the  removal 
of  the  polo  and  served  a  copy  of  the  resolution  on  the 
plaintiff  company.  No  attention  was  paid  to  the  resolution, 
and  about  twenty  days  thereafter  the  defendant  Ludlow,  who 
is  the  mayor  of  the  city,  aided  by  the  street  committee  of  the 
■council  and  an  experienced  lineman,  removed  the  pole,  being 
careful  to  do  no  unnecessary  damage. 

The  facts  stated  show  that  there  can  be  no  recovery.  The 
-company  was  required  under  the  ordinance,  which  it  had 
accepted  and  was  acting  under,  to  locate  its  poles  as  directed 
by  the  counciL  When  directed  to  remove  the  pole  in  ques- 
tion it  was  plainly  its  duty  to  do  so,  and  it  cannot  complain 
because  the  mayor,  who  is  the  chief  executive  officer  of  the 
city  and  charged  with  the  duty  of  enforcing  the  state  laws 
and  city  ordinances  (sec.  925 — 38,  Stats.  1898),  carried  out 
the  directions  of  the  council*  This  conclusion  seems  incon- 
4;es  table. 
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It  may  well  be,  also,  that  the  mayor  and  aldermen  were 
justified  in  removing  such  an  obstruction  in  the  public  streeta 
summarily  under  the  provisions  of  sees.  1326  and  1347,  Stata. 
1898  {Stale  v.  Leaver,  62  Wis.  387,  22  N.  W.  576) ;  but^ 
as  the  other  ground  of  defense  is  complete,  it  is  unnecessary 
to  decide  this  question. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


In  MB  Plowkight. 

October  8 — Octoher  26,  1909, 


Street  and  electric  rtHlicaya:  Condemnation  of  streets:  Dela^:  Pro- 
ceedings ^y  landowner:  Limitation, 

1.  A  corporation  having  a  franchise  from  the  atate  to  operate  a  street 

railway  for  carrying  passengers  in  the  city,  and  no  authority  to 
operate  an  interurban  railway  on  the  streets,  had  no  right  to 
condemn  the  use  of  the  street  for  Interurban  railway  business; 
and  until  It  acquired  such  right  the  period  of  limitation  under 
sec.  4222,  Stats.  (189S)»  barring  proceedings  by  a  landowner  un- 
der sec.  1852,  did  not  begin  to  run. 

2.  Delay  of  an  interurban  railway  company  for  more  than  four 

months  after  acquiring  the  right* to  institute  proceedings  for 
condemnation  of  a  street  is  held,  under  the  facts  of  this  caae^  to- 
warrant  a  landowner  in  proceeding  in  the  matter  under  aec 
1852,  Stats.  (1898). 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  TUxk  county  i 
Geobge  Grimm,  Circuit  Judge.    AffirmecL 

The  Beloit,  Delavan  Lake  &  Janesville  Railway  Company 
was  incorporated  March  4,  1901.  The  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion state  that  the  purpose  of  the  corporation  shall  be  "to- 
build,  construct,  operate,  maintain,  purdiase,  lease,  and  ac- 
quire a  railway  or  railways  for  the  carrying  of  persons  and 
property,  including  mail,  express  matter,  baggage,  freight, 
or  any  thereof,  and  the  furnishing  of  light^  heat>  and  power."" 
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The  location  of  the  corporation  is  given  in  the  articles  as 
Beloit,  Kock  county,  Wisconsin.  By  an  amendment  on 
August  21,  1901,  the  purpose  in  forming  the  corporation  is 
given  as  follows: 

"For  the  business  and  purpose  of  purchasing  or  otherwise 
acquiring,  constructing,  equipping,  leasing,  maintaining,  and 
operating  by  electricity  or  other  power,  a  street  railway  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  in  the  city  of  Beloit,  county 
of  Rock,  state  of  Wisconsin,  and  elsewhere  as  it  may  by  law 
be  authorized  to  do,  and  of  purchasing  or  otherwise  acquir- 
ing, taking,  holding,  and  operating  real  and  personal  prop- 
erty, rights,  privileges,  ordinances,  and  franchises  and  any 
enterprises  suitable  for  or  in  furtherance  of  the  business  or 
purposes  of  the  corporation,  and  for  the  purpose  of  acquire 
ing  by  purchase,  lease,  or  by  right  of  eminent  domain,  the 
real  and  personal  property,  rights,  privileges,  ordinances, 
and  franchises  of  any  individual  or  individuals  or  of  any 
street  railway,  electric  power,  light,  or  heat  companies, 
foreign  or  domestic,  now  or  hereafter  existing,  or  of  leasing 
the  same,  or  of  acquiring  and  holding  the  shares,  bonds,  or 
other  securities  of  such  street  railway  or  light,  power,  or  heat 
companies  or  interests  thereih,^  and  of  extending  its  railways 
to  any  point  or  points  within  any  town  adjoining  said 
municipal  corporation,  and  of  acquiring,  building,  main- 
taining, operating,  and  using  any  street  railways  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  or  for  the  transportation  of 
mail,  express,  merchandise,  and  freight,  or  of  both  or  all, 
in  any  city,  village,  or  town,  and  to  extend  its  railway  or 
railways  from  any  point  in  one  city,  village,  or  town,  to, 
into,  and  through  any  other  city,  village,  or  town;  and  of 
manufacturing,  generating,  storing,  or  using,  selling,  and 
leasing  electricity  for  power,  light,  or  other  purposes/' 

The  nature  of  the  business  and  the  railway  company's 
powers,  rights,  privileges,  and  franchises  are  set  out  in  the 
report  of  its  case  against  Macloon  (136  Wis.  218,  116  K  W. 
897),  to  which  reference  is  made  for  further  details. 

On  May  13,  1901,  the  common  council  of  the  city  of 
Janesville  passed  an  ordinance,  over  the  mayor's  veto,  grant- 
VoL.  140  —  33 
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ing  the  defendant  corporation  a  franchise  in  and  upon 
certain  streets  of  the  city,  among  others  a  part  of  Franklin 
street,  to  construct,  nutintain,  and  operate  an  electric  railway 
for  the  carriage  of  passengers.  A  year  later  the  ordinance 
was  amended  by  changing  its  route.  In  April  or  May,  1902, 
the  defendant  corporation  commenced  to  lay  its  tracks  upon 
Franklin  street,  and  by  July  this  work  of  construction  had 
been  completed.  Meanwhile  the  defendant  had  undertaken 
the  work  of  constructing  a  line  of  track  in  extension  of  the 
line  in  the  city  of  Janesville  and  to  the  city  of  Beloit,  and 
in  December,  1902,  began  the  operation  of  an  electric  inter- 
urban  railway  in  and  from  the  city  of  Janesville  to  and 
through  the  city  of  Beloit  By  an  ordinance  of  January  7, 
1907,  the  city  of  Janesville  granted  the  defendant  a  franchise 
to  carry  express,  package  freight,  and  mail  in  addition  to 
passengers,  and  soon  afterward  the  defendant  commenced 
the  carriage  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  the  franchise  over 
its  whole  line.  By  an  ordinance  of  the  common  council  of 
Janesville  dated  July  20,  1908,  the  defendant  was  granted 
a  franchise  to  maintain  and  operate  an  urban  and  an  inter- 
urban  electric  railway  for  the  carriage  of  passengers,  express, 
package  freight,  and  the  United  States  mail  in,  between,  and 
through  the  city  of  Janesville  and  the  city  of  Beloit  over  the 
streets  named  in  the  ordinances  previously  passed,  which 
granted  the  defendant  franchises  to  do  the  business  therein 
enumerated.  Since  December,  1902,  the  defendant  has  oper^ 
ated  a  city  street  railway  business  in  the  city  of  Janesville, 
using  the  same  cars  as  were  used  in  the  interurban  business. 
Since  January,  1907,  the  defendant  has  carried  express, 
package  freight,  and  United  States  mail  in  the  city  of  Janes- 
ville in  the  cars  used  in  the  Janesville  urban  and  its  inter- 
urban business. 

The  petitioner  instituted  these  proceedings  on  November 
30,  1908,  praying  for  the  appointment  of  commissioners  to 
appraise  his  damages  caused  by  the  taking  and  operation 
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by  the  defendant  of  its  railway  system  over  a  portion  of  his 
real  estate,  to  wit,  that  part  of  Franklin  street,  a  public 
highway,  occupied  by  the  defendant  on  the  east  end  of  his 
lot*  The  defendant  answered,  alleging  that  it  had  taken 
possession  of  the  strip  of  plaintiff's  property  in  April  or 
May,  1902,  and  pleaded  the  statute  of  limitations,  alleging 
that  more  than  six  years  had  elapsed  since  the  taking  of  the 
strip  for  interurban  railway  business  purposes  and  that 
petitioner  was  barred  from  instituting  this  proceeding.  On 
February  11,  1909,  the  circuit  court  filed  a  determination 
holding  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  barred  by  the  statute  of 
limitations,  and  on  March  10,  1909,  the  court  filed  an  order 
appointing  conmiissioners  to  ascertain  and  appraise  peti- 
tioner's damages.    This  is  an  appeal  froiip.  such  order. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
TTios.  8,  Nolan,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  Charles  E. 
Pierce, 

SiEBECKER,  J.  The  right  of  any  street  or  interurban 
railway  company  to  condemn  the  right  to  use  city  or  village 
streets,  alleys,  or  viaducts  was  not  given  by  law  until  the 
adoption  of  ch.  465,  Laws  of  1901  (sec.  1863a,  Stats.),  which 
grants  the  right  upon  the  express  condition  that  ".  .  .  the 
use  of  such  street,  alley,  or  viaduct  shall  first  be  granted  to 
such  street  or  electric  railway  company  by  a  franchise  duly 
passed  by  the  board  of  trustees  or  common  council  of  such 
village  or  city."  The  decision  in  the  case  of  Beloib,  D,  L. 
&  J.  R.  Co.  V.  Macloon,  136  Wis.  218,  116  K  W.  897, 
determined  that  appellant  had  no  right  as  an  interurban 
railway  to  institute  condemnation  proceedings  for  the  use  of 
a  street  unless  it  first  had  obtained  a  grant  from  the  common 
coimcil  of  the  city  authorizing  such  use  of  the  street  The 
inquiry  therefore  in  the  case  is:  When  did  the  appellant 
obtain  the  right  to  condemn  the  use  of  the  street  for  aa  inter- 
urban railway  business  ? 
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Prior  to  1907,  under  the  franchises  it  had  obtained  from 
the  city  of  Janesville,  it  was  given  authority  to  operate  a 
street  railway  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  in  the 
city.  The  conduct  of  this  business,  as  held  in  the  Macloon 
Case,  required  no  condemnation  of  the  use  of  the  street,  and 
hence  no  right  to  condemn  existed  either  against  or  in  favor 
of  respondent  It  is  obvious  from  the  context  of  the  ordi- 
nances passed  prior  to  1907,  whidi  granted  the  appellant 
the  right  to  operate  its  railway  business  over  the  city  streets, 
t6at  appellant  was  authorized  merely  to  conduct  a  street 
railway  business,  and  that  no  authority  to  conduct  an  inter- 
urban  railway  business  was  conferred  thereby.  Suck  au- 
thority was  unquestionably  conferred  by  the  ordinance  of 
July  20,  1908.  Whether  the  ordinance  of  January  7,  1907, 
conferred  such  authority  it  is  not  necessary  to  decida  If 
authority  to  do  an  interurban  railway  business  is  thereby 
conferred,  still  the  period  of  limitation  barring  actions  for 
condemnation  under  see*  4222,  Stats.  (1898),  has  not  run. 
Under  the  circumstances  the  right  to  condemn  did  not  exist 
prior  to  the  passage  of  these  ordinances  and  no  right  to 
proceed  to  condemn  could  have  accrued.  Of  course,  peti- 
tioner had  no  power  to  proceed  under  sec  1852,  Stats. 
(1898),  until  the  railway  company  had  delayed  or  omitted 
to  institute  and  conduct  the  proceedings  to  a  conclusion. 
Under  the  facts  we  deem  appellant's  delay  in  instituting  the 
proceeding  to  condemn  since  the  right  accrued  was  8u£Scient 
to  warrant  petitioner's  proceeding  in  the  matter. 

The  order  appointing  commissioners  to  appraise  peti- 
tioner's damages  was  proper. 

By  the  Court. — The  order  is  affirmed* 
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State  Bank  op  Reesevillb,  Appellant,  vs.  Ejlsnberoek 

and  others,  Kespondents. 

October  S—October  26,  1909. 

School  districts:  Officers:  Contracts:  Individual  liability  for  supplies 

purchased:  Illegally  issued  school  order, 

1.  In  an  action  upon  an  agreement  by  which  defendants  bound  them- 

selves Individually  and  as  school  district  officers  to  pay  for  cer- 
tain goods  in  cash  or  a  legally  issued  school  warrant,  plalntlfT 
cannot  recover  from  the  defendants  individually  without  show- 
ing that  the  school  warrant  which  was  in  fact  issued  as  pay- 
ment was  illegally  issued. 

2.  A  school  warrant  or  order  issued  by  the  proper  officers  of  a  school 

district  will  be  presumed  to  be  a  legal  order  until  the  contrary 
is  shown. 
Z.  Where  a  purchase  of  school  supplies  was  never  authorized  or  ap- 
proved at  a  meeting  of  the  district  board,  as  required  by  sees. 
432,  436,  Stats.  (1898),  and  a  school  warrant  or  order  issued  in 
payment  therefor  was  not  authorized  or  ratified  at  a  board  meet^ 
ing  but  was  signed  by  the  members  of  the  board  independently 
and  not  in  the  presence  of  each  other,  such  warrant  was  not 
legally  issued. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county:  Geoboe  Grimm,  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  plaintiflF  as  assignee  of  the 
Agricultural  Educational  Society,  a  foreign  corporation,  to 
recover  the  amount  agreed  to  be  paid  under  the  following 
contract : 

"This  order  is  not  valid  unless  signed  by  the  majority  of 
the  Board. 


*'To  the  Agricvltwral  Educational  Society, 

"356  Dearborn  St,  Chicago,  Dl. 
"Gentlemen:  Please  ship,  prepaid,  freight  one  set  of 
Ooimtry  Life  and  Agricultural  Education  to  Mr.  Tlieo. 
Kieriberger  at  Beaver  Dam,  county  of  Dodge,  State  of  Wis. 
for  School  District  No.  8,  Township  of  Calamus,  County  of 
Dodge,  State  of  Wis.,  for  which  we  agree  to  pay  forty-seven 
dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  set>  making  a  total  sum  of  forty- 
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seven  and  50-100  dollars;  the  same  to  be  paid  in  cash  or 
legally  issued  school  warrant  If  warrant  is  issued,  to  be 
paid  Oct  1st,  1905. 

"The  Agricultural  Educational  Society  hereby  guarantees 
that  the  goods  shall  be  in  good  condition  upon  delivery,  or 
purchaser  shall  not  be  obliged  to  accept  the  same. 

"We,  the  undersigned,  individually  and  as  school  oflBcers, 
agree  to  take  the  goods  from  the  freight  office  on  their  arrival 
and  pay  for  the  same  as  above  stated,  and  that  no  verbal 
agreement  shall  in  any  way  change  this  order. 
"Date  Aug.  8th,  1905. 

"Post  office:  Columbus,  Ko.  2. 

"Theo.  Kienbergeb. 
"A.  Zarwell. 
"John  Braker." 

The  complaint  alleges  the  making  of  the  contract,  also  the 
making  of  the  school  order  to  the  Agricultural  Educational 
Society  for  the  sum  of  $47.50,  the  alleged  purchase  price, 
and  that  said  order  was  signed  by  the  clerk,  director,  and 
treasurer  of  tlie  district,  and  was  due  and  payable  October  1, 
1905;  that  after  the  making  and  delivery  tJie  contract,  to- 
gether with  the  order,  was  assigned  to  the  plaintiff,  and  the 
order  presented  for  payment  and  not  paid ;  that  plaintiff  also 
demanded  of  the  defendants  individually  the  payment  of  the 
amount  due  on  contract,  and  that  there  is  due  from  the 
defendants  by  reason  of  the  contract  $47.50  with  interest 
from  October  1,  1905 ;  that  plaintiff  elects  to  hold  the  de- 
fendants individually  on  the  contract 

The  case  was  first  tried  in  justice's  courts  and  upon  appeal 
to  the  circuit  court  the  answer  was  amended  so  as  to  set  up 
a  general  denial,  and  setting  up,  among  other  things,  that 
at  the  time  of  signing  the  order  the  defendants  constituted 
the  school  board  of  district  Xo.  8,  town  of  Calamus,  Dodge 
county,  Wisconsin,  one  being  the  clerk,  another  director,  and 
the  third  treasurer,  and  that  there  was  no  meeting  of  the 
school  board  held  for  the  purchase  of  any  books,  and  that  the 
order  in  question  was  not  signed  in  the  presence  of  the  board 
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jointly,  nor  was  the  same  ever  ratified  in  any  -way  at  any 
meeting  of  the  board,  nor  was  the  order  ever  recognized  as  a 
valid  order  against  the  district,  and  that  the  defendants  as 
individuals  never  received  any  consideration  for  signing  the* 
order,  and  that  the  same  was  void  and  of  no  effect  Payment 
was  demanded  before  action  brought 

The  case  was  tried  by  the  court,  and  the  following  findings 
of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  made :  That  the  plaintiff  is  a 
corporation  duly  incorporated  and  existing  under  the  laws 
of  the  state  of  Wisconsin;  that  the  defendants  at  and  prior 
to  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  action  were  the  of- 
ficers of  school  district  No.  8  in  the  township  of  Calamus, 
Dodge  county,  Wisconsin;  that  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of 
August^  1906,  the  defendants  individually  and  as  such  school 
officers  entered  into  an  agreement  in  writing  with  the  Agri- 
cultural Educational  Society,  a  foreign  corporation,  for  the 
purchase  of  a  set  of»  books  and  charts  designated  as  "One 
set  of  Country  Life  and  Agricultural  Education,"  by  the 
terms  of  which  agreement  they  bound  themselves  individ- 
ually and  as  such  school  officers  to  receive  said  goods  on 
arrival  and  pay  for  the  same  the  sum  of  $47.50  either  in 
cash  or  by  a  legally  issued  school  warrant  payable  October  1, 
1905 ;  that  at  the  same  time  the  defendants  as  such  school 
officers  duly  executed  to  said  Agricultural  Educational  So- 
ciety an  order  upon  the  treasurer  of  said  school  district  for 
the  payment  of  said  sum  of  $47.50,  and  delivered  the  same 
to  said  society  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  said  contract;  that 
on  or  about  the  14th  day  of  August^  1905,  plaintiff  for  value- 
became  and  now  is  the  owner  of  said  agreement  and  school 
order;  and  that  it  brings  this  action  to  recover  from  the 
defendants  individually  the  sum  of  $47.50  upon  said  agree- 
ment And  as  conclusion  of  law  that  the  defendants  are 
entitled  to  judgment  dismissing  said  action  with  costs. 

Judgment  was  rendered  for  the  defendants,  from  which 
this  appeal  was  taken. 
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For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Kading  <&  Kading, 
and  oral  argument  by  C.  A.  Kading. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  MaJone  A  Miller, 
and  oral  argument  by  J,  E.  Malone. 

Kerwin,  J.  The  complaint  in  this  case  seems  to  be 
grounded  upon  the  right  to  recover  because  of  nonpayment 
of  the  order  and  the  right  on  the  part  of  the  plaintifiP  to  elect 
to  hold  the  defendants  individually  liable.  There  is  no 
allegation  in  the  complaint  that  the  order  was  illegally 
issued,  but  there  is  an  allegation^  as  we  have  seen,  that  the 
order  was  made,  executed,  and  delivered  to  the  Agricultural 
Educational  Society  on  John  Broker  as  treasurer  of  the 
school  district  in  the  sum  of  $47.50  for  value,  and  signed  by 
the  clerk,  director,  and  treasurer.  It  is  quite  clear  from  the 
contract  that  it  was  necessary  for  plaintiff  to  show,  in  order 
to  recover,  that  the  order  issued  was  an  illegal  order  or 
illegally  issued,  because,  an  order  having  been  issued  as 
alleged  by  the  proper  officers  of  the  school  district^  it  must 
be  presumed  to  be  a  legal  order  until  the  contrary  is  shown. 
But  the  theory  of  the  defendants  seems  to  have  been,  as  well 
by  the  allegations  of  their  answer  as  by  the  proof,  that  the 
order  was  illegally  issued,  and  they  set  up  facts  in  their 
answer  showing  that  the  order  was  ill^ally  issued,  and  the 
evidence  in  tlie  case  supports  these  allegations.  The  answ<T 
sets  forth,  as  before  stated,  that  there  was  no  meeting  of  the 
school  board  held  for  the  purcjiase  of  any  school  books  and 
that  said  order  was  not  signed  in  the  presence  of  the  board 
jointly.  The  evidence  sustains  these  allegations  and  shows 
that  the  board  never  met  as  a  board  and  never  voted  to  pur- 
chase the  books  or  execute  the  order,  but  it  appears  that  the 
order  was  signed  by  tlje  members  of  the  board  independently 
and  not  in  the  presence  of  each  other.  So  we  think  it  is  estab- 
lished conclusively,  not  only  by  the  allegations  of  the  answer 
but  by  the  proof,  that  the  alleged  order  was  not  legally  issued. 
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therefore  not  binding  upon  the  district.  Sec.  432,  Stats. 
(1898),  provides  that  no  act  authorized  to  be  done  by  the 
school  board  shall  be  valid  unless  voted  at  its  meeting,  and 
sec.  436,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  purdiases  of  school 
supplies  must  be  approved  at  a  regular  meeting  of  the  board 
at  which  all  members  are  present  The  evidence  establishes 
conclusively  that  these  provisions  of  the  statute  were  not 
complied  with,  therefore  the  order  was  illegally  issued.  This 
being  so  the  plaintiff  had  a  cause  of  action  against  the  de- 
fendants individually  under  the  contract,  which  provides 
that  the  set  of  "Country  Life  and  Agricultural  Education" 
mentioned  in  the  contract  must  be  paid  for  in  cash  or  by  a 
legally  issued  school  warrant  payable  October  1,  1905,  and 
it  appearing  no  warrant  was  legally  issued  the  defendants 
became  individually  liable  under  the  contract  It  follows, 
therefore,  that  upon  the  undisputed  facts  the  plaintiff  is 
entitled  to  recover. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  instructions  to  enter 
judgment  for  the  plaintiff. 


Stake,  Appellant^  vs.  DuHEiNa  and  another,  Bespondents. 

October  S—Octoher  20,  1909. 

AppecLl:  Assiffmenti  of  error:  Immaterial  errors:  Evidence:. pleading: 
Counterclaim:  Waiver  of  objections:  Boundaries:  Adverse  pos- 
session. 

1.  Assignments  of  error  that  the  court  erred  in  the  admission  of  evi- 

dence, in  the  rejection  of  evidence,  In  Its  findings  of  fact,  in  con- 
clusions of  law,  and  in  not  finding  that  defendants  committed 
the  trespass  alleged  in  the  complaint,  are  inadequate  because 
too  general. 

2.  Upon  a  trial  by  the  court,  errors  in  the  admission  of  evidence 

are  not  material  if  the  findings  are  supported  by  other  evidence 
properly  admitted. 
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3.  The  objection  that  certain  counterclaims  could  not  properly  be 

pleaded  in  the  action  was  waived  by  failure  to  demur  or  reply 
to  them. 

4.  In  an  action  involving  the  location  of  a  boundary  line,  evidence 

of  adverse  possession  is  admissible  as  tending  to  show  the  true 
location  of  the  disputed  line. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county:  George  Grimm,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

J.  E,  Mdlone,  for  the  appellant, 

1  or  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Kading  S 
Kading,  and  oral  argument  by  C.  A,  Kading. 

Timlin,  J.  This  action  for  trespass  quare  clausunv  com- 
mitted November  24,  190C,  on  the  southwest  quarter  of  the 
northeast  quarter  of  section  21,  town  9,  range  16  easty 
was  brought  in  justice's  court  The  defendants  answered 
separately,  each  claiming  that  the  acts  complained  of  as 
trespasses  w^ere  done  on  the  northwest  quarter  of  the  south- 
east quarter  of  the  same  section,  which  was  the  land  of  the 
defendant  William  Dvhring^  Jr.,  and  not  upon  plaintiff's 
land,  and  William  Dvhring,  Jr.,  by  way  of  coimterclaim 
averred  trespasses  committed  by  the  plaintiff  on  the  last- 
mentioned  land  on  October  17,  1905,  and  at  other  times,  and 
prayed  for  damages  against  the  plaintiff.  Claim  was  made 
that  tJie  title  of  the  land  was  in  question,  a  bond  given,  and 
the  cause  certified  to  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county,  and 
tlience  removed  by  stipulation  to  the  circuit  court  for  the 
same  county,  where  a  jury  trial  was  apparently  waived  and 
the  cause  tried.  There  was  no  demurrer  or  reply  to  the 
counterclaims,  but  the  parties  went  to  trial  on  the  merits  and 
treated  the  counterclaims  as  at  issue.  Findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  were  made  and  filed  in  which  the  court 
found,  in  substance,  that  the  case  was  one  of  disputed  bound- 
ary and  the  true  boundary  was  as  claimed  by  defendants, 
and  consequently  that  the  defendants  did  not  trespass  on 
plaintiff's  land,  but  plaintiff  trespassed  on  defendants'  land. 
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Error  is  assigned  (1)  in  the  admission  of  evidence;  (2)  in 
the  rejection  of  evidence;  (3)  "the  court  erred  in  its  findings 
of  fact  found;"  (4)  in  conclusions  of  law;  (5)  in  not  finding 
that  defendants  committed  the  trespass  set  forth  in  the 
complaint  These  are  very  inadequate  assignments  of  error 
because  too  general;  the  third  and  fourth  going  in  very 
general  terms  to  the  whole  merits  of  the  controversy.  They 
do  not  help  more  to  point  out  the  error  complained  of  than 
if  the  appellant  merely  said:  "The  judgment  is  wrong." 
Appellant  evidently  does  not  rely  very  seriously  upon  the 
first  two  assignments  of  error,  for,  besides  referring  to  the 
page  of  the  printed  case  where  found,  he  merely  says:  "We 
contend  that  the  motion  to  strike  out  testimony  of  William 
Duhring,  Jr.,  should  have  been  granted ;  .  .  .  also  that  ob- 
jections to  admission  of  testimony  on  the  same  page  should 
be  sustained;  also  the  same  on  page  27."  No  further 
argument  and  no  citation  of  authority.  The  case  having 
been  tried  without  a  jury  and  there  being  other  evidence  to 
support  the  findings,  appellant  was  not  prejudiced  by  any 
such  ruling.  Wolf  v.  Theresa  YUlage  MtU.  F.  Ins.  Co. 
115  Wis.  402,  91  N.  W.  1014.  Under  some  or  all  of  the 
foregoing  assignments  of  error  the  appellant  presents  that  no 
such  counterclaims  could  be  properly  pleaded  in  this  action, 
and  this  constitutes  the  principal  argument  on  appeal.  But 
this  objection,  if  it  could  be  considered  good,  is  waived  by 
failure  to  raise  it  by  demurrer  or  reply  to  the  counterclaim. 
Sees.  2658,  2660,  Stats.  (1898).  On  the  merits  we  think 
the  case  presented  questions  of  fact  relative  tx>  the  true  loca- 
tion of  the  disputed  boundary.  There  is  evidence  to  support 
the  findings. 

The  evidence  which  appellant  objects  to  as  proof  of  ad- 
verse possession  is  not  considered  by  the  court  for  any  other 
purpose  than  to  establish,  or  tend  to  establish,  the  true  loca- 
tion of  the  disputed  boundary  line.  No  other  use  is  made  of 
it,  for  the  court  finds  that  this  land  was  not  a  part  of 
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plaintiff's  subdivision,  but  lay  to  the  south  of  sudi  subdivi- 
sion and  was  part  of  the  subdivision  owned  by  Duhring,  Jr. 
The  latter  did  not  need  any  adverse  possession  to  hold  his 
own  land  against  the  plaintiff,  and  the  question  of  adverse 
possession  is  not  in  the  case  at  all  except  so  far  as  it  con- 
stitutes an  item  of  evidence  tending  to  show  the  true  location 
of  the  boundary  line.  We  perceive  no  error  in  anything 
complained  of  by  appellant 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


IState  ex  rel.  Jones,  Appellant,  vs.  Bukkb,  Mayor,  and 

others,  Respondents. 

October  8 — October  26,  1909. 

.Statutei:  Construction:  Schools:  Fixmg  amount  to  he  raised:  Powers 

of  school  boards:  General  charter  law. 

1.  Where  It  Is  sought  to  show  that  the  provisions  of  the  general  char- 

ter law  relating  to  schools  do  not  apply  to  a  city  adopting  that 
law  in  its  entirety,  and  that  the  provisions  of  a  special  charter 
do  apply,  the  language  relied  on  to  express  such  intent  should 
be  reaaonably  plain,  and  it  should  not  be  extended  by  implicar 
tion  or  by  doubtful  construction  so  as  to  vest  important  powers 
in  different  bodies  in  cities  operating  under  a  general  law. 

2.  Under  the  special  charter  of  the  city  of  Beaver  Dam  the  power  to 

determine  the  amount  of  school  moneys  to  be  raised  was  vested 
in  an  elective  school  board.  The  city  adopted  the  general  dbar- 
ter  law,  under  sec.  925 — 113  of  which  "the  election  and  organlzar 
tion,  powers  and  duties*'  of  the  board  were  not  affected.  That 
section  was  subsequently  repealed  and  a  new  section  enacted. 
providing  that  where  there  was  an  elective  board  '^he  plan  of 
school  organization  and  management"  should  continue  until 
changed  by  vote  of  the  electors.  Held^  that  the  power  to  de- 
termine the  amount  of  school  moneys  to  be  raised  was  not  a  part 
of  *'the  plan  of  school  organization  and  management,"  and  that 
after 'the  enactment  of  the  new  section  (sec.  925 — 113,  Stata: 
Laws  of  1907,  ch.  480)  that  power  was  in  the  ccHnmon  council, 
being  vested  in  that  body  by  other  provisions  of  the  general 
charter  law. 
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Appeal  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge  county : 
!Martin  L.  Ltjeck,  Circuit  Judge.  Order  quashing  alter- 
native writ  affirmed;  appeal  dismissed  as  to  other  orders. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  parts  of  three  alleged  orders.  One 
of  such  orders  quashes  an  alternative  writ  of  mandamus  sued 
out  to  compel  the  mayor  and  common  council  of  the  city  of 
Beaver  Dam  to  levy  the  amount  of  school  taxes  certified  by 
the  school  board  to  the  city  council  for  the  year  1908. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  George  B.  Swan^ 
attorney,  and  C.  M.  Davison,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Swan. 

John  C.  Heali/j  as  city  attorney,  and  M.  E,  BurJce,  of 
counsel,  for  the  respondents. 

Baknes,  J.  Under  the  special  charter  of  the  city  of 
Beaver  Dam,  as  amended  by  ch.  96,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1859, 
the  power  w^as  vested  in  the  school  board  to  determine  and 
certify  to  the  common  council  by  July  1st  in  each  year  the 
amount  of  money  necessary  to  support  the  schools  of  the  city 
for  the  ensuing  year,  and  it  was  made  incumbent  on  the 
common  council  to  levy  the  amount  so  certified  for  school 
purposes.  State  ex  rel.  Ordway  v.  Smith,  11  Wis.  65.  The 
power  of  the  school  board  was  materially  curtailed  by  sec  4,. 
subch.  X,  ch.  83,  Laws  of  1885 ;  but  we  may  assume  for  the 
purposes  of  this  case  that  ch.  135,  Laws  of  1889,  substantially 
restored  to  it  the  powers  conferred  by  the  law  of  1859,  and 
imposed  upon  the  common  council  the  duties  in  regard  to 
making  levies  for  school  purposes  that  were  imposed  by  such 
act,  and  we  take  it  as  granted  that  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  general  charter  law  in  its  entirety  by  the  city  of  Beaver 
Dam  in  1903  the  common  council  of  such  city  had  no  voice 
in  determining  the  amount  of  money  that  should  be  levied 
for  school  purposes,  provided  the  school  board  performed  its 
statutory  duty  to  determine  and  certify  the  amount  that 
should  be  raised. 
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Sec.  925 — 113  of  the  general  charter  law,  as  it  stood  when 
adopted  by  the  city  of  Beaver  Dam  in  1903,  provided: 

"In  every  city  which  shall  adopt  this  chapter  for  its 
government,  if  there  shall  be  at  the  time  of  such  adoption  a 
board  of  education  or  scliool  board  elected  by  the  people 
under  the  provisions  of  its  charter,  .  .  .  the  election  and 
organization,  powers  and  duties  of  such  board  shall  not  be 
affected  by  this  chapter,  and  such  system  shall  continue  imtil 
changed  by  a  vote  of  the  electors  of  the  city." 

The  school  board  of  Beaver  Dam  is  an  elective  one,  and  it 
is  one  of  the  contentions  of  the  appellant  that  the  provisions 
in  the  general  charter  law  above  referred  to  retained  in  and 
reserved  to  such  school  board  all  the  rights  and  powers  it 
possessed  under  the  special  charter  of  the  city,  including  the 
right  to  compel  the  city  council  to  levy  such  sums  for  school 
purposes  as  were  determined  upon  by  the  school  board  and 
certified  by  it  to  the  common  counciL 

By  ch.  480,  Laws  of  1907,  sec.  925—113,  Stats.  (1898), 
was  repealed  and  a  new  section  was  adopted  in  lieu  thereof. 
This  act  provided  that  as  to  cities  other  than  those  of  the  first 
class  adopting  the  general  charter  law,  when  the  school  board 
was  elective  at  the  time  of  such  adoption,  "the  plan  of  school 
organization  and  management  shall  continue  until  dianged 
by  a  majority  vote  of  tbe  electors  of  such  district"  This 
amendment  was  in  force  at  the  time  the  common  council  of 
Beaver  Dam  refused  to  levy  the  amount  of  money  for  school 
purposes  determined  and  certified  by  the  school  board. 

We  deem  it  unnecessary  to  decide  whether  the  general 
charter  law  at  the  time  it  was  adopted  by  the  city  of  Beaver 
Dam  gave  the  school  board  of  the  city  the  right  to  determine 
the  amount  of  school  taxes  that  should  be  raised  in  a  given 
year  and  the  right  to  compel  the  city  council  to  levy  the 
amount  so  determined.  If  such  right  was  retained  in  the 
school  board  it  was  because  such  law  authorized  it  to  exercise 
the  '^powers  and  duties'^  theretofore  exercised  under  the 
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special  charter.  The  law  of  1907  made  a  radical  change  in 
the  verbiage  and  we  think  in  the  meaning  of  sec.  925 — 113. 
The  right  to  exercise  the  powers  and  duties  conferred  by  the 
•old  charter  was  no  longer  preserved  to  the  school  board. 
Instead,  the  "plan  of  school  organization  and  management" 
was  continued  as  it  existed  under  the  special  charter.  We 
are  unable  to  see  how  the  making  up  of  the  school  budget, 
coupled  with  the  right  to  compel  a  levy  of  the  amount  stated 
therein,  is  any  part  of  the  plan  of  school  organization  or 
school  management  It  is  certainly  no  part  of  the  organiza- 
tion, and  it  seems  plain  that  it  is  no  part  of  the  management 
as  that  term  is  ordinarily  used  and  understood.  The  purpose 
of  enacting  the  general  charter  law  was  to  secure  uniformity 
in  city  government  and  in  the  method  of  running  the  various 
departments  thereof.  Where  it  is  sought  to  show  that  the 
provisions  of  the  general  law  relating  to  schools  do  not  apply 
to  a  city  adopting  the  law  in  its  entirety,  and  that  the  provi- 
sions of  a  special  charter  do  apply,  the  language  relied  on  to 
express  such  intent  should  be  reasonably  plain,  and  it  should 
not  be  extended  by  implication  or  by  doubtful  construction 
so  as  to  vest  important  powers  in  different  bodies  in  cities 
operating  under  a  general  law.  The  legislature  must  have 
had  some  purpose  in  mind  in  making  the  change  which  it  did 
make  in  this  statute,  and  to  hold  that  because  the  "plan  of 
organization  and  management"  of  the  schools  of  this  city 
should  remain  unchanged  the  common  council  was  divested 
of  the  power  to  determine  the  amount  of  school  moneys  that 
should  be  raised,  which  power  is  otherwise  plainly  conferred 
on  the  common  council  by  the  general  law,  would,  we  think, 
be  unwarranted. 

By  the  Court. — The  order  quashing  the  alternative  writ  of 
-mandamus  is  aflSrmed.  As  to  the  other  alleged  orders  ap- 
pealed from  in  part>  the  appeal  is  dismissed. 
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Stumm,  Respondent,  vs.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, Appellant, 

October  8— October  26,  1909. 

Telegraphs:  Negligence:  Nondelivery  of  message:  Loss  of  contract: 
Damages:  Future  profits:  Instructions  to  jury:  Proximate  cause: 
Appeal:  Assignments  of  error:  Evidence:  Letters:  Copies. 

1.  Damages  for  loss  of  profits  from  a  prospective  contract  of  onploy- 

ment  which  was  not  secured  because  of  defendant's  negligent 
failure  to  deliver  a  telegram  apprising  plaintiff  of  the  opportu- 
nity to  close  such  contract,  are  not  too  speculative  to  be  recov- 
ered. 

2.  In  an  action  for  damages  for  wrongful  conduct  preventing  plaint- 

iff from  obtaining  employment  the  reasonable  value  the  contract 
would  have  netted  to  him  had  the  breach  of  duty  not  oocurred  is 
the  measure  of  damages,  provided  the  evidence  presents  a  fair 
basis  for  determining  such  value  with  reasonable  certainty. 

5.  In  an  action  against  a  telegraph  company  for  damages  caused  by 

failure  to  deliver  a  telegram,  an  instruction  that,  in  order  to  find 
that  plaintiff  lost  a  contract  of  emplojrment  by  such  nondelivery, 
the  jury  must  be  satisfied  that  the  person  sending  the  telegram 
had  authority  from  the  alleged  employer  to  make  such  contract^ 
did  not  invade  the  province  of  the  jury  and  was  not  erroneous, 
there  being  evidence  of  such  authority. 
4.  An  Instruction  giving  correctly  the  definition  of  proximate  canse 
in  the  abstract  was  not  erroneous  because  not  phrased  to  fit  the 
particular  facts  of  the  case,  where  no  different  or  further  in- 
struction was  requested. 

6.  Assignments  of  error  on  the  admission  of  evidence  will  not  be 

considered  where  the  particular  portions  claimed  to  have  been 
improperly  admitted  are  not  pointed  out  and  the  pages  of  the 
printed  case  referred  to  generally  do  not  contain  the  evidence 
claimed  to  be  Incompetent. 
6.  A  letter  on  one  of  the  regular  letterheads  used  by  the  alleged 
writers,  which  the  addressee  testified  was  received  directly  from 
them,  was  properly  admitted  in  evidence  though  marked  "copy^ 
and  signed  with  a  stamp  instead  of  in  writing. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wau- 
kesha county :  Martin  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 
Action  to  recover  compensation  for  damages  claimed  to 
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have  been  caused  by  negligence  in  failing  to  send  and  deliver 
a  telegram. 

Plaintiff  applied  by  letter  for  employment  as  a  second 
miller  in  a  mill  in  Venezuela.  He  addressed  the  letter  to  a 
firm  in  New  York  in  response  to  an  advertisement  inviting 
applications  for  the  place.  In  due  time  he  received  an 
answer,  through  Allis-Chalmors  Company  of  Milwaukee; 
stating  that  they  were  empowered  in  the  matter  and  stating 
such  things  as  he  would  likely  wish  to  know  before  engaging^ 
requesting  a  reply  as  to  his  experience,  and  informing  him 
that,  if  they  should  engage  him,  a  visit  to  them  before  going 
to  take  the  place  would  be  required.  In  due  time  he  returned 
a  satisfactory  reply.  Thereupon  they  wrote  again,  specify- 
ing the  wages  offered,  stating  that  expenses  both  ways  would 
be  paid,  and  that,  if  the  terms  were  satisfactory,  they  would 
probably  have  him  come  to  Milwaukee  to  arrange  details. 
Plaintiff  responded  accepting  the  terms.  He  soon  thereafter 
wrote  again.  Two  days  later  they  telegraphed  him  to  come 
to  Milwaukee  to  make  a  contract  The  message  was  duly  re- 
ceived by  defendant  at  its  main  office  in  Milwaukee  and  put 
on  the  wira  It  went  first  to  the  Chicago  otHcey  then  to  the 
St.  Louis  office,  where  it  was  delivered  to  a  sixteen-year-old 
female  operator  for  transmission  to  the  point  of  destination, 
Staunton,  Hlinois.  It  did  not  reach  there  or  plaintiff.  About 
three  weeks  thereafter  plaintiff  gave  up  the  position  he  had, 
supposing  he  was  going  to  obtain  the  place  for  which  he  had 
applied,  and  went  to  Milwaukee  to  see  about  it.  The  Allis- 
Chalmers  Company,  not  hearing  from  plaintiff,  had  entered 
into  negotiations  with  another  man  in  respect  to  the  matter, 
whom  they  employed.  Plaintiff  stood  ready  to  take  the  place 
on  the  terms  that  had  been  stated  to  him,  but  was  unable  to 
secure  it  for  the  reason  indicated.  They  waited  some  two 
weeks  to  hear  from  plaintiff  before  entering  into  negotiations 
with  the  other  man  for  the  place.  The  employment  of  such 
other  was  ratified  by  the  principals  in  Kew  York.  Plaintiff 
Vol.  140—34 
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had  been  out  of  employment^  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  some 
nine  months. 

Defendant's  explanation,  in  respect  to  failure  to  send  and 
deliver  the  telegram,  was  that  it  occurred  by  reason  of  strike 
disturbances  and  interferences  which  ordinary  care  on  its 
part  under  the  circumstances  could  not  have  prevented ;  that 
after  some  delay  the  operator  at  St.  Louis  got  a  response  to 
the  call  for  the  Staunton  office,  whereupon  the  message  was 
put  upon  the  wire  and  its  receipt^  as  appeared,  was  duly  sig- 
naled back. 

There  was  a  motion  for  a  directed  verdict  in  defendant's 
favor.  After  the  verdict  various  motions  were  made  on  be- 
half of  defendant  and  denied,  which  will  be  referred  to  in  the 
opinion  so  far  as  necessary.  The  jury  found  specially  that 
the  message  was  delivered  to  defendant  to  be  sent  plaintiff 
under  the  circumstances  before  detailed ;  that  plaintiff  failed 
to  obtain  the  situation  he  applied  for  because  of  negligent 
failure  of  defendant  to  transmit  to  him  and  deliver  such 
message ;  that  the  failure  was  not  solely  due  to  strike  disturb- 
ance and  that  plaintiff  was  damaged  by  defendant's  n^lect 
in  the  sum  of  $800.  Judgment  accordingly  was  rendered  in 
plaintiff's  favor. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  MiUer,  Mack  <6 
FavrchUd,  attorneys,  and  TvIUur  <Sc  Lockney  and  George  IL 
Fearons,  of  counsel,  and  oral  ailment  \>j  A.  W.  FcurchUdL 

James  D.  81mm  and  Oscar  W.  Krevizer,  for  the  respondent 

Mabshall,  J.  The  court  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  judg- 
ment must  be  affirmed. 

The  questions  raised  are  of  such  nature  that  it  is  not 
thought  best  to  write  any  extended  opinion  in  respect  to  them. 

The  damages  claimed  are  not  fatally  speculativeL  The 
question  on  that  subject  is  ruled  in  respondent's  favor  by 
Barker  v.  W,  U.  Tel  Co.  134  Wis.  147,  114  N.  W.  439,  and 
similar  authoritieflb 
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There  was  sufficient  evidence  to  carry  the  case  to  the  jury 
as  to  each  inquiry  in  the  special  verdict  It  seems  needless 
to  review  the  record  and  point  out  that  which  was  competent 
as  to  each  particular  subject  and  the  reasonable  inferences 
therefrom.  If  the  jury  were  warranted,  in  any  reasonable 
view  of  the  case  as  it  was  submitted  to  them,  in  reaching  the 
conclusions  embodied  in  the  special  verdict,  that  ends  the 
matter  as  regards  the  facts. 

It  is  contended  that  the  court  should  have  charged  the  jury, 
as  requested,  that  respondent  was  not  entitled  to  recover,  in 
any  event,  on  account  of  wages  which  he  would  have  earned 
after  May  20, 1908  (which  is  about  the  date  of  the  trial),  had 
the  telegram  been  delivered  and  he  had  secured  the  employ- 
ment to  which  it  related.  Counsel  in  that  is  misled  by  the  law 
in  respect  to  recovery  on  an  employment  contract  in  case  of  a 
wrongful  refusal  of  the  employer  to  carry  out  the  agreement. 
Then  wages  lost  are  only  recoverable  up  to  the  time  of  the 
trial.  This  is  not  such  a  case.  It  is  an  ordinary  action  for 
dtoiages  for  wrongful  conduct  preventing  respondent  from 
obtaining  employment.  In  such  a  case  the  reasonable  value 
the  contract  would  have  netted  to  the  person  injured  had  the 
breach  of  duty  not  occurred  is  the  measure  of  damaged  It  is 
within  the  rule  for  the  recovery  of  future  gains  prevented  so 
far  as  a  fairly  reasonable  basis  can  be  found  for  determining 
them  with  reasonable  certainty,  found  in  Salvo  v.  Duncan, 
49  Wis.  151,  4  K  W.  1074;  Treat  v.  HUes,  81  Wis.  280,  50 
N.  W.  896;  Forster,  W.  Co.  v.  F.  MacKinnon  Mfg.  Co.  130 
Wia.  281,  291,  110  K  W.  226 ;  Bichey  v.  Union  Cent.  L. 
Ins.  Co.,  ante,  p.  .486,  122  N.  W.  1030.  The  rule  was  ap- 
plied in  Barker  v.  W.  U.  Tel.  Co.  134  Wis.  147,  114  N.  W. 
439. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  charged  the  jury: 

"And  in  order  that  you  may"  find  that  plaintiff  lost  the 
situation  in  question  by  reason  of  nondelivery  of  the  tele- 
gram, "you  must  be  satisfied  and  convinced  by  a  preponder- 
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ance  of  the  evidence  that  AUis-Chalmers  Company  had 
authority  from  De  Sola  Bros,  and  Pardo  to  enter  into  a  con- 
tract of  employment  for  them  with  the  plaintiff." 

It  is  aigned  that  the  instnicti<m  involved  a  suggestion  that 
it  was  competent  for  the  jury  to  so  find  from  the  evidence, 
whereas  there  was  no  evidence  of  authority  on  the  question* 
The  mere  submission  of  the  question  to  the  jury  without  any 
instruction  whatever  would  have  involved  a  suggestion  that 
there  was  iDom  in  the  evidence  for  a  finding  either  way. 
Upon  no  other  theory  was  there  a  jury  question  on  the  subject. 
To  merely  say  what  was  said  to  the  jury  did  not  invade  their 
province  in  the  slightest  degree.  Counsel  is  wrong  in  the 
claim  that  there  was  no  evidence  on  the  question.  The  fact 
that  the  letter  written  by  respondent  was  ansAvered  through 
Allis-Chalmers  Company  suggested,  quite  strongly,  that  it 
was  authorized  to  arrange  for  a  person  to  fill  the  situation. 
Tie  further  fact  that  the  company  did  so  and  their  action  was 
ratified  by  the  New  York  parties  who  advertised,  inviting 
applications  for  the  situation,  was  almost  if  not  condusive 
evidence  of  authority.  On  the  whole  there  was  ample  to  go 
to  the  jury  in  respect  to  the  matter. 

Other  objections  to  the  trial  court's  instructions  are  sug- 
gested, predicated  on  the  theory  of  want  of  evidence  to  send 
the  questions  to  which  such  instructions  relate  to  the  jury. 
We  will  not  discuss  them  in  detail.  They  are  all  sufficiently 
answered  by  what  has  been  said. 

Exception  is  taken  to  the  oourt's  definition  of  proximate 
causes  Such  exception  is  without  merit  The  language  used 
informed  the  jury  of  what  proximate  cause  is  in  the  abstract 
and  they  doubtless  took  it  that  way.  It  was  copied  substan- 
tially verbatim  from  Deisenrieter  v.  Kraus-Merhel  M.  Co. 
97  Wis.  279,  72  N.  W.  735,  which  has  been  approved  by  this 
court  in  decisions  found  in  every  volume  of  our  reports  for 
tlic  past  twelve  yeara.  As  has  often  been  said,  what  con- 
stitutes proximate  cause  in  the  law  of  negligence  is  one  thing; 
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what  omstitutes  the  proximate  cause  in  the  givea  case  is  an- 
other. The  f ormar  is  matter  of  law  for  the  court ;  the  latter 
is  matter  of  fact  for  the  jury  to  find  under  proper  instruc- 
tions^ which  it  is  obligatorjtf or  the  court  to  give  when  suitably 
requested  and  which,  generally  speaking,  ought  to  be  given 
whether  requested  or  not^  where  the  subject  is  involved,  but 
may  be  omitted  without  commission  of  harmful  error,  if 
error  at  all,  in  case  a  proper  request  is  not  made.  The  court 
here  gave  correctly  the  definition  of  proximate  cause.  True, 
it  were  better  if  it  had  been  phrased  to  fit  the  particular  facts 
•of  this  case,  but  no  request  was  made  for  any  different  or 
further  instruction. 

Several  other  exceptions  to  the  trial  court's  instructions  are 
urged  upon  our  attention  and  all  have  received  consideration. 
It  is  considered  that  such  exceptions  do  not  merit  discussion 
in  detail.  We  are  unable  to  discover  fatal  error  in  any  of 
them,  or  anything  worthy  of  criticism  or  extended  notice. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  permitted  the  evidence 
to  be  introduced  of  one  Harrison,  who  acted  for  Allis-Chal- 
mers  Company  in  hiring  a  miller  for  the  Venezuela  parties 
after  failing  to  secure  the  services  of  respondent.  The  par- 
ticular portions  of  the  evidence  claimed  to  have  been  improp- 
erly admitted  are  not  pointed  out.  Pages  33  and  34  of  the 
printed  case  are  referred  to  generally,  which  we  do  not  find 
to  contain  evidence  given  by  Harrison.  It  contains  evidence 
given  by  one  Hoppin.  The  assignment  of  error  is  presented 
in  such  a  way  that  it  cannot  be  considered.  Probably,  in  any 
•event,  the  evidence  counsel  had  in  mind  was  either  proper  or 
not  harmfully  improper,  since  the  fact  appears,  by  competent 
evidence,  that  the  AUis-Chalmers  Company  in  fact  did  secure 
a  miller  for  the  Venezuela  mill,  and  he  was  accepted.  That 
was  the  material  circumstance  going  to  show  authority  of  the 
company  and  probability  that  respondent  through  it  would 
have  obtained  the  place  but  for  the  n^ligence  complained  of. 

Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  admitted  in  evidence 
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what  purported  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  from  New 
York  by  the  principals  in  employing  the  miller  to  Mr. 
Harrison  of  the  Allis-Chalmers  Company,  at  Milwaukee, 
thanking  the  company  for  friendly  assistance  in  securing  ona 
The  copy  was  on  one  of  the  regular  letterheads  used  by  the 
New  York  parties  and  the  addressee  testified  that  it  was  re- 
ceived directly  from  them.  Under  those  circumstances  it 
seems  the  paper,  though  marked  "Copy"  and  though  signed 
with  a  stamp  instead  of  in  writing,'  was  competent  as  a  cir- 
cumstance bearing  on  whether  the  Allis-Chalmers  Company 
was  authorized  to  act  in  securing  a  miller  for  the  Venezuela 
mill. 

Some  other  rulings  on  the  admission  and  rejection  of  evi- 
dence are  discussed  by  counsel,  which  do  not  seem  to  have 
harmfully  affected  the  appellant  in  any  reasonable  view  of 
the  case. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  aflirmed. 


J,  I.  Case  Threshing  Machine  Company,  Appellant,  vs. 

Johnson,  EespondenL 

October  9 — October  26,  1909. 

Sales:  Breach  of  icarranty:  Rescission:  Return  of  goods:  Waiver: 

Authority  of  agent. 

1.  A  vendor  by  expressly  refusing  to  receive  back  a  machine  after 

breach  of  warranty,  as  provided  by  the  contract  of  sale,  waives 
the  return  thereof  to  the  place  where  received  as  a  condition 
of  rescission. 

2.  The  evidence  in  this  case  as  to  the  scope  of  the  authority  of  a 

general  agent  of  the  vendor  is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  that  his 
act  in  refusing  to  receive  back  a  machine  was  the  act  of  the 
vendor,  although  the  written  contract  of  sale  provided  that  no 
person  had  authority  to  waive,  alter,  or  enlarge  the  contract 

3.  Use  of  a  machine  by  vendee  by  way  of  reasonable  test  only  is  no- 

obstacle  to  a  subsequent  rescission  of  the  contract  of  sale. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wau- 
kesha county :  Mabtii^  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judge.    Afflrmed. 

Action  on  two  promissory  notes  given  by  defendant  for  a 
com  husker  and  shredder  manufactured  by  the  plaintiff  under 
an  order  containing  a  warranty  as  to  quality  and  efficacy,  but 
conditioned  that,  in  case  of  failure  to  comply  with  the  war- 
ranty, the  plaintiff  should  have  opportunity  to  supply  any 
defective  parts  and  to  make  all  reasonable  efforts  to  remedy 
the  difficulty,  the  buyer  to  render  necessary  and  friendly 
assistance,  and,  if  then  it  cannot  be  made  to  fill  the  warranty, 
the  part  that  fails  to  work  should  be  returned  by  the  purchaser 
free  of  charge  to  the  place  where  received  and  the  company 
notified  thereof,  and,  at  the  seller's  option,  another  substituted 
therefor  that  shall  fill  the  warranty,  or  the  notes  and  money 
paid  should  be  returned  and  the  contract  rescinded  and  no 
further  claim  made.    The  defendant  upon  trial  was  unable  to 
make  the  machine  do  as  good  work  as  guaranteed ;  one  of  the 
serious  difficulties  being  the  tendency  of  parts  to  work  loose 
in  course  of  the  use  of  the  machine.    Two  or  three  attempts 
to  make  it  satisfactory  were  made  with  the  claim  on  part  of 
plaintiff's  representatives  that  the  result  had  been  accom- 
plished, and  insistence  on  the  part  of  defendant  that  even 
the  degree  of  efficiency  which  had  been  accomplished  by  the 
experts  disappeared  with  a  very  brief  operation  of  the  ma- 
chine.   Finally,  after  being  quite  thoroughly  convinced  that 
the  machine  was  not  up  to  warranty,  defendant  was  induced 
by  the  general  agent  of  the  company  to  permit  one  more 
effort  on  plaintiff's  part  to  make  it  satisfy  the  warranty,  and 
accordingly  an  expert  was  sent  and  worked  over  and  with  the 
machine  a  day  or  two,  until  Saturday  the  24th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, when  the  expert  went  away,  claiming  that  the  machine 
worked  satisfactorily.     It  was  then  set  up  and  in  process  of 
a  job  for  one  Cook.     An  attempt  was  made  to  work  the 
machine  Saturday  afternoon,  and  again  through  the  forenoon 
of  Monday,  although  defendant  asserts  that  he  was  not  satis- 
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fied  that  it  would  work  aocording  to  the  warranty  when  the 
expert  left  at  noon  of  Saturday.  At  noon  Monday  all  attempt 
to  use  the  machine  was  abandoned^  the  defendant  procured 
another  to  do  the  work  he  had  engaged,  and  on  November  27th 
wrote  the  plaintiff's  general  agent  that  he  could  not  make  the 
machine  come  up  to  the  warranty  and  was  through  with  it, 
and  closed  with  the  words,  "So  you  can  let  me  know  when 
you  want  to  ship  it,  and  please  return  my  notes."  To  this 
the  plaintiff  replied,  asserting  that  it  was  convinced  that  the 
machine  worked  up  to  the  warranty  and  that  it  had  done  all 
required  on  its  part,  and  that  if  there  was  any  trouble  with 
the  working  of  the  machine  it  was  due  to  defendant's  opera* 
tion  of  it,  and  said:  "Under  i.iese  circumstances  we  cannot 
consider  the  return  of  the  machine."  Defendant  did  not  re- 
turn the  machine  to  Hartland  railroad  station,  where  it  was 
received,  but  stored  it  on  the  farm  of  a  neighbor,  where  it  has 
remained  ever  since.  The  court  found  substantially  these 
facts  and  refused  to  find  that  defendant  continued  to  use  the 
machine  after  his  final  determination  to  reject  it  as  not  com- 
plying with  the  warranty;  that  the  absolute  refusal  of  the 
plaintiff  to  aco^t  return  of  the  machine  absolved  defendant 
from  the  duty  of  delivering  it  at  the  railroad  station  where 
obtained.  Judgment  was  rendered  dismissing  the  oomplaint, 
from  which  plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Cory,  Upham  <f 
Block,  and  oral  argument  by  /.  /.  Cook. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan,  Merlon  Jt 
Newbury,  and  oral  argument  by  T.  E.  Ryan  and  M.  A. 
Jacobson. 

DoDOE,  T.  The  appellant  contends  against  the  judgment 
that  defendant's  right  to  rely  upon  breach  of  warranty  was  by 
the  express  terms  of  the  contract  dependent  upon  return  of 
the  machine  to  the  place  where  received,  which  confessedly 
never  took  place.     But  it  is  found  and  established  without 
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<lispute  that  the  defendant^  when  finally  convinced  of  the  de- 
fective character  of  the  madiine,  notified  plaintiff  of  that  fact 
and  asked  its  pleasure  as  to  the  time  of  returning  it,  implying 
his  readiness  to  make  such  return  according  to  the  terms  of 
the  contract  To  this  the  company,  through  its  general  agent, 
declared  its  determination  to  insist  on  the  sufficiency  of  the 
machine  and  to  refuse  to  accept  its  return  in  any  way.  It  is 
a  rule  of  law  thoroughly  established  by  many  decisions  that 
the  positive  declaration  by  one  party  of  a  determination  which 
would  render  a  prescribed  act  by  the  other  futile  excuses  a 
specified  performance  or  tender  of  that  act.  Ouetzkow  v. 
Michigan  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  105  Wis.  448,  451,  81  N.  W.  652 ; 
Langnecker  v.  Trustees,  111  Wis.  279,  87  N.  W.  293;  Wuer- 
fler  V.  Trustees,  116  Wis.  19,  92  K  W.  433 ;  Swanke  v. 
Eerdenum,  138  Wis.  664, 120  N.  W.  414.  Clearly  the  decla- 
rati(Hi  of  plaintiff's  position  that  defendant  had  no  right  to 
surrender  back  the  machine  served  to  render  any  deposit 
thereof  at  the  depot  in  Hartland  futile  and  unreasonable  and, 
we  conclude,  absolved  him  from  the  performance  of  that  as  a 
condition  of  his  right  to  rescind  for  breach  of  warranty. 

It  is  further  contended  in  this  connection  that  the  authority 
of  the  general  agent  to  waive  any  of  the  terms  of  the  contract 
is  not  shown  and  is  contradicted  by  the  writing  itself,  which 
declares  that  no  person  'Tias  authority  to  waive,  alter,  or 
enlarge  this  contract  or  to  make  any  new  or  substituted  or 
different  contract,  representation,  or  warranty.  Salesmen, 
mechanics,  or  experts  are  not  authorized  to  bind  the  company 
by  any  act,  contract,  or  statement"  There  is  some  evidence 
of  very  general  scope  of  the  authority  of  the  general  agent 
in  deciding  and  declaring  tlie  attitude  of  the  company  with 
reference  to  this  machine  and  the  plaintiff  wholly  refrained 
from  offering  any  in  contradiction  of  such  authority.  The 
court  has  found  that  the  plaintiff  company  acted  in  this  decla- 
ration made  by  its  general  agent,  and  we  think  such  finding 
has  support  in  the  evidence  offered  by  the  defendant  which  the 


538         SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.      [Oct. 

White  V.  White,  140  Wis.  538. 

plaintiff  did  not  see  fit  to  contradict  We  therefore  conclude 
that  defendant's  failure  to  actually  transport  the  machine  and 
leave  it  at  Hartland  is  not  an  obstacle  to  his  defense  in  this 
case. 

2.  It  is  further  contended  that  defendant,  after  having 
finally  decided  that  the  machine  was  defective  and  did  not 
satisfy  the  warranty,  made  use  of  it  for  his  own  benefit  for 
parts  of  two  days,  and  therefore  is  precluded  from  rescinding 
the  contract  for  breach  of  warranty.  Rules  of  law  governing 
this  subject  were  laid  down,  in  the  light  of  numerous  cita- 
tions, in  Fox  V.  Wilkinson,  133  Wis.  337,  113  K  W.  669. 
The  trial  court  evidently  considered  that  the  use  made  of  the 
machine  by  defendant,  after  plaintiff's  last  effort  to  make  it 
satisfy  the  warranty,  was  only  by  way  of  reasonable  test,  for 
he  refused  to  find  that  it  was  an  appropriation  of  the  machine 
to  defendant's  own  use  and  benefit  consistent  only  with  the 
attitude  of  ownership.  The  evidence,  while  perhaps  ambig- 
uous, preponderantly  supports  the  former  view.  There  is  in 
sudi  conduct,  therefore,  no  obstacle  to  defendant's  subsequent 
rescission  of  the  contract  of  purchase. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed* 


White,  Respondent,  vs.  White  and  others,  imp.,  Appellants. 

Octol>er  9— October  26, 1909. 

Husband  and  wife:  Alienation  of  affections:  Parties:  Evidence:  Dec- 
larations of  husband:  Appeal:  Harmless  error:  Punitory  dam- 
ages: Excessive  damages, 

1.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  alienation  of  her  husband's  affections 
the  husband  is  not  a  proper  party  defendant,  since  he  was  not 
a  Joint  tortfeasor  with  those  who  wrongfully  brous^t  about  his 
state  of  mind,  and  cannot  be  held  to  have  Joined  or  confederated 
with  the  active  parties  in  the  wrong  constituting  the  cause  of 
action. 
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2.  In  9iich  action  the  plaintiff  may  testify  to  declarations  hy  her 

husband  as  to  offers  made  to  him  by  defendants  to  induce  him- 
to  abandon  her. 

3.  The  erroneous  admission  of  evidence  is  not  prejudicial  to  appel- 

lants when  it  supports  their  claim  and  Impeaches  the  case  of 
the  respondent. 

4.  In  determining  whether  parents  maliciously  conspired  to  alienate 

their  son's  affections  from  his  wife,  the  evidence  should  be  con- 
sidered In  view  of  the  rights  of  the  parents  and  their  obliga- 
tions respecting  their  child's  welfare  and  happiness. 

5.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  a  malicious  conspiracy  to  alienate  the 

affections  of  her  husband,  punitory  damages  may  be  awarded,, 
even  though  one  defendant  Is  without  property  and  the  other 
is  wealthy. 

6.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  alienation  of  her  husband's  affections 

an  awaid  of  $5,000  compensatory  damages  and  $1,500  punitory 
damages  is  held  not  excessive. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wau* 
kesha  county :  Mabtin  L.  Luegk^  Circuit  Judge.  Reversed 
as  to  one  defendant;  affirmed  as  to  {he  others. 

This  is  an  action  by  the  plaintiff,  who  is  the  wife  of  Fred- 
erick H.  White,  Jr.,  for  the  alleged  cause  of  action  that  the 
defendants  maliciously,  wrongfully,  and  wickedly  confeder- 
ated, conspired,  and  agreed  to  alienate  and  destroy  the  love 
and  affection  of  Frederick  H,  White,  Jr.,  for  plaintiff  as  his 
wife,  and  to  induce  him  to  desert  her,  and  to  prevent  hint 
from  providing  her  the  necessaries  of  life  and  of  discharging 
toward  her  the  duties  of  a  husband.  It  is  alleged  that  the 
defendants,  to  accomplish  the  objects  of  the  malicious,  wrong- 
ful, and  wicked  conspiracy  and  agreement,  urged  and  per- 
suaded Frederick  H.  White,  Jr.,  to  desert  and  leave  the 
plaintiff  and  to  go  and  remain  beyond  the  borders  of  the  state, 
wherein  plaintiff  and  her  husband  had  resided  as  husband  and 
wife  up  to  the  time^  he  deserted  her  in  July,  1905,  and  for 
this  wrongful  purpose  the  conspirators  offered  him  sums  of 
money  and  to  pay  him  a  ffxed  sum  of  money  annually  to  so 
desert  the  plaintiff.  It  is  also  claimed  that  the  defendants 
influenced  him  to  wrongfully  leave  her  by  threatening  that,  if 
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he  did  not  comply  with  such  wrongful  object,  he  would  be  dis- 
inherited and  barred  from  securing  any  portion  of  his  par- 
ents' estates.  It  is  also  alleged  that  Frederick  H.  White,  Jr., 
was  induced  to  act  upon  such  wrongful  importunitieB,  and 
that  he  became  imbued  with  hatred  and  ill  will  toward  plaint- 
iff, which  alienated  and  destroyed  his  affection  for  her,  to  her 
great  injury  and  damage. 

It  appears  that  Frederick  H.  White,  Jr.,  is  the  husband  of 
the  plaintiff  and  that  they  were  married  December  11,  1901. 
The  defendants  Frances  L.  and  Frederick  H.  White,  Sr.,  are 
his  parents.     At  the  time  of  the  marriage  the  plaintiff  was 
twenty  years  of  age  and  her  husband  was  twenty-one.    He  was 
then  attending  a  medical  school  and  she  a  business  college  in 
Milwaukee.    They  had  become  acquainted  about  a  year  before 
their  marriage,  and  for  the  two  months  preceding  their  mar- 
riage they  had  met  daily  on  their  car  trips  to  and  from  Mil- 
waukee and  Waukesha.     They  were  married  without  their 
parents'  knowledge.    The  parents  were  informed  of  the  mar- 
riage by  telegram  from  the  husband,  and  they  returned  to 
Waukesha,  but  did  not  immediately  live  in  his  parents'  home, 
for  the  alleged  reason  that  his  parents  weare  cool  and  indif- 
ferent toward  plaintiff  and  her  husband.    A  week  thereafter 
plaintiff  and  her  husband  made  their  residence  with  his 
parents  at  Waukesha.     His  parents  soon  thereafter  gave  a 
reception  to  present  plaintiff  and  her  husband  to  the  friends 
of  the  family.    Plaintiff  and  her  husband  continued  to  reside 
with  his  parents  at  Waukesha  until  the  summer  of  1903.    At 
different  times  during  this  period,  while  so  residing  together 
at  the  White  home  in  Waukesha,  disagreements  and  quar- 
rels arose  between  plaintiff  and  her  mother-in-law,  Frances 
L,   White,     Her  mother-in-law  spoke  of  the  plaintiff  in  a 
derogatory  way,  deprecated  her  marriage  to  her  son,  and 
charaetorized  her  as  unfit  to  be  his  wife.     In  the  summer  of 
1903  plaintiff  and  her  husband  moved  to  Milwaukee,  where 
his  parents  assisted  them  to  secure  and  furnish  a  dwelling, 
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which  plaintiff  and  her  husband  occupied  until  the  late  au- 
tumn of  1904,  when  they  broke  up  housekeeping  and  took 
up  their  residence  with  plaintiff's  sister,  Mrs.  Bamum,  at 
Waukesha,  Wisconsin,  where  they  continued  to  reside  as  hus- 
band and  wife  until  July  10,  1906,  when  he  left  and  refused 
longer  to  live  with  and  provide  for  her,  as  he  has  ever  since 
refused  to  do.  The  plaintiff  avers  that  this  desertion  was  the 
culmination  of  the  malicious  conspiracy  of  his  parents  and 
Mc^  A.  Stewart  to  whidi  her  husband  finally  became  a  party. 
The  husband  asserts  that  he  left  her  and  refused  further  to- 
live  with  and  support  her  as  his  wife  because  of  her  ill  treat- 
ment of  him,  due  to  her  ungovernable  disposition,  which  re- 
sulted in  personal  violence  to  him  and  a  failure  to  do  her  duty 
as  his  wife. 

It  appears  liiat  Mary  A.  Stewart  had  lived  with  Mr.  and 
Mr8.  While,  8r.,  for  many  years;  that  she  was  retained  by 
them  in  their  family ;  that  she  assisted  in  raising  Frederick 
and  the  other  children;  that  she  was  of  aid  and  assistance  in 
various  ways  to  Mrs,  White  personally  and  also  in  the  house- 
hold affairs,  and  that  she  was  actively  interested  in  furthering 
Frances  L,  White's  wishes  and  desires  respecting  plaintiff^ 
and  her  husband's  marital  relations  and  affairs.  Frarices  L. 
White,  her  children,  and  Mary  A.  Stewart  went  to  San  An- 
tonio, Texas,  for  the  winter  of  1904-06.  They  wrote  letters 
from  there  to  Frederick  II.  White,  Jr.,  in  ITovember  and 
December,  referring  to  plaintiff  in  terms  of  reproach,  reflect- 
ing on  her  as  unworthy  of  his  care,  attention,  and  society  and 
as  unfit  to  be  his  wife,  and  suggeeting  pecuniary  inducements 
if  he  should  rid  himself  of  her  and  seek  release  from  his 
marriage  obligations.  After  the  receipt  of  these  letters  he 
visited  the  family  in  Texas.  The  evidence  tends  to  show  that 
his  mother  and  Mary  A.  Stewart  then  tried  to  induce  him  to 
leave  plaintiff,  return  to  his  medical  studies  at  his  mother's 
cost,  and  that  upon  his  declination  to  comply  with  their  solici- 
tations he  was  informed  by  them  that  his  parents  refused  to- 


542         SUPEEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.      [Oct. 

White  V.  White,  140  Wis.  538. 

longer  give  liim  assistance  and  financial  aid.  In  the  following 
July  lie  left  the  plaintiff  and  refused  to  reside  with  her  as 
his  wife  or  to  maintain  a  home  for  her  support  Since  then 
he  ha3  resided  with  his  parents  and  has  attended  medical 
college  as  his  mother  had  proposed  and  urged  him  to  do  before 
he  left  the  plaintiff. 

Upon  these  facts  and  other  evidential  facts  corroborative 
thereof  the  court  found  that  no  cause  of  action  was  shown 
against  Frederick  H.  White,  Sr.,  and  Harry  W.  Wood  and 
dismissed  the  action  as  to  them.  The  court  also  found  that 
tlie  defendants  Frances  L.  White  and  Mary  A.  Stewart  con- 
trived, conspired,  and  associated  together  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  plaintiff  from  performing  her  marital  duties 
toward  her  husband  and  from  enjoying  and  receiving  her  husr 
band's  society  and  support;  that  they  thus  wrongfully  and 
maliciously  intermeddled  in  the  marital  relations  of  plaintiff 
and  her  husband,  and  maliciously  urged,  persuaded,  and  in- 
duced him  to  desert  and  abandon  her  that  they  might  thereby 
accomplish  their  wrongful  purpose  of  destroying  his  love  and 
affection  for  her  and  of  inducing  him  forever  to  desert  her  aa 
his  wife ;  and  that  they  thereby  had  deprived  her  of  his  society 
and  aid  and  comfort  as  a  husband.  The  court  awarded  plaint- 
iff $5,000  as  compensation  and  $1,600  as  punitory  damages 
in  the  action,  with  costs.  The  court  also  found  that  the  plaint- 
iff's husband  had  joined  his  mother  and  Mary  A.  Stewart  in 
the  malicious  and  wrongful  conspiracy  and  awarded  judg- 
ment accordingly.    This  is  an  appeal  from  such  judgment 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan,  Merlon  £ 
Newbury,  and  oral  argument  by  T.  E.  Ryan  and  M.  A.  Jacob- 
^on. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Clasen  &  WalA, 
attorneys,  and  Tullar  <i  Lockney,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  D.  S.  Tullar  and  E.  D.  Walsh. 

SiEBECKER,  J.  The  defendants  contend  that  the  court  er- 
roneously hold  that  plaintiff's  husband  was  a  proper  party 
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defendant  and  a  party  to  the  conspiracy  for  the  alienation  and 
loss  of  his  affection  and  society.  Sec  2345,  Stats.  (1898), 
as  amended  by  ch.  17,  Laws  of  1905,  provides  that:  ''She 
[a  wife]  may  also  bring  and  maintain  an  action  in  her  own 
'name,  and  for  her  own  benefit,  for  the  alienation  and  the  loss 
of  the  affection  and  society  of  her  husband."  This  statute, 
which  confers  rights  on  a  married  woman  to  maintain  an  ac- 
tion in  her  own  name  as  to  her  separate  property,  business, 
personal  earnings,  or  for  any  injury  to  her  person  or  character 
as  if  she  were  sole,  had  been  construed  before  the  amendment 
to  confer  on  her  the  ri^t  to  maintain  an  action  against  her 
husband  for  violation  of  those  rights,  as  she  had  a  right  against 
strangers.  Carney  v.  Oleismer,  62  Wis.  493,  22  N.  W.  736 ; 
Brader  v.  Brader,  110  Wis.  423,  426,  85  K  W.  681. 

The  question  here  is :  Is  the  husband  a  joint  tortfeasor  in 
the  commission  of  the  wrong  constituting  the  plaintiff's  cause 
-of  action  ?  True,  he  was  guilty  of  the  wrong  of  leaving  the 
plaintiff  in  consequence  of  the  wrongful  conspiracy  and  of 
causing  her  the  loss  of  his  affection  and  society.  This,  how- 
•ever,  is  the  result  of  the  tort  allied  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  other  defendants,  namely,  their  malicious  purpose  of 
the  wilful  and  intentional  alienation  of  him  from  her  and  the 
causing  the  loss  of  his  affection  and  society.  The  gist  of  the 
action  is  the  damage  resulting  to  the  plaintiff  by  the  wrongful 
conduct  of  those  who  induced  the  alienation  and  the  loss  of 
her  husband's  affection  and  society.  This  is  attributable  to 
the  acts  and  conduct  of  the  persons  who  influenced  the  hus- 
band to  yield  to  their  wrongful  purpose.  Their  acts  in  fur- 
therance of  this  purpose  constitute  the  tort  for  which  the 
Tesultant  damages  are  recoverable.  It  cannot  be  said  that  tlie 
husband  was  an  active  participant  in  carrying  out  the  objects 
of  the  wrongful  conspiracy  to  accomplish  the  alienation  and 
the  loss  of  the  husband's  affection  for  his  wife  and  the  conse- 
quent loss  of  his  society  by  her.  The  wrongdoers  acted  upon 
and  through  him  to  accomplish  their  illegal  purpose  against 
iie  plaintiff,  and  the  cause  of  action  was  complete  when  their 
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machinations  had  operated  to  cause  plaintiff  the  alienation 
and  the  loes  of  affection  and  society  of  her  husband.  He  is 
not,  therefore,  a  joint  tortfeasor  with  those  who  wrongfully 
brought  about  this  state  of  mind,  and  hence  he  cannot  be  held 
to  have  joined  or  confederated  with  the  other  active  parties  in 
the  wrong  constituting  the  wife's  cause  of  action.  In  so  far 
as  his  conduct  may  be  yiolative  of  any  marital  rights  of  the 
wife,  he  is  personally  responsible  to  her  independently  of  the 
defendants'  wrong  through  which  he  was  led  to  breach  his 
legal  obligations,  and  the  wife  may  sedc  her  redress  in  an 
appropriate  action  against  him.  From  these  considerations  it 
follows  that  ho  was  not  a  party  to  the  tort  and  hence  not  a 
proper  party  defendant 

It  is  suggested  that  this  court  passed  on  this  questicm  on  the 
former  appeal  of  the  case  (132  Wis.  121,  111  N.  W.  1116) 
and  held  that  the  husband  was  a  proper  party  defendant. 
This  question  was  not  presented  on  that  appeal  and  is  not 
embraced  in  the  decision.  The  complaint,  considered  on  that 
appeal  upon  general  demurrer,  also  contains  allegations  to  the 
effect  that  Frederick  H.  White,  Jr.,  and  the  other  defendants, 
after  his  separation  from  the  plaintiff,  had  maliciously  con- 
spired to  entice  and  induce  her  into  unchaste  and  criminal 
acts  to  degrade  and  injure  her  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
her  husband  to  legally  separate  from  her.  No  proof  was  of- 
fered to  sustain  this  allegation  and  it  is  therefore  dropped 
from  the  consideration  of  the  case  on  this  appeal* 

The  court  permitted  plaintiff  to  testify  to  declarati(Hi8 
made  by  her  husband  to  her  and  others,  which  purport  to  give 
the  offers  and  inducements  held  out  to  him  by  his  parents  to 
induce  him  to  separate  from  and  abandon  the  plaintiff.  It  is 
claimed  that  this  was  prejudicial  error.  This  class  of  evi- 
dence has  been  held  proper  and  competent  as  showing  the  in- 
fluences producing  the  alienation  and  the  loss  of  affection  com- 
plained of  and  the  cause  of  separation  and  the  destruction  of 
the  marital  relation.  HardwicJc  v,  Hardvnck,  130  Iowa,  230, 
106  N.  W.  639;  WiUiams  v.   Wmiams,  20  Colo.  61,   37 
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Pac  614;  Nevins  v.  Nevins,  68  Kan.  410,  75  Pac.  492.  To 
the  same  effect  is  the  case  of  Homer  v.  Yance,  93  Wis.  352,. 
67  K  W.  720. 

It  is  contended  that  the  court  committed  prejudicial  error 
in  receiving  and  considering  the  testimony  of  plaintiff's  hus- 
band. An  examination  of  his  evidence  shows  that,  though  it 
was  erroneously  admitted,  it  could  not  have  operated  to  the 
defendants'  prejudice,  since  all  of  the  material  facts  to  which 
he  testified  supported  the  defendants'  claims  in  the  case  and 
impeached  plaintiff's  case.  Under  this  state  of  his  evidence 
no  prejudicial  error  resulted  from  its  admission. 

The  defendants  assert  that  the  evidence  does  not  support 
the  court's  findings  to  the  effect  that  the  defendants  Fiyituces 
L.  WkUe  and  Mwry  A.  Stewart  maliciously  confederated  to- 
gether to  injure  the  plaintiff  through  the  alienation  and  the 
loss  of  affection  and  the  society  of  her  husband,  and  that  their 
acts  and  conduct  caused  such  alienation  and  loss  of  affection 
and  society  as  resulted  in  an  abandonment  and  separation 
from  her.  The  proof  relevant  and  material  to  these  findings 
of  the  court  embraces  nearly  all  of  the  facts  and  circumstances 
disclosed  by  the  evidence.  The  evidence  is  in  positive  and 
direct  conflict  on  this  issue.  The  inferences  from  the  evi- 
dence depend,  however,  upon  the  weight  and  the  credibility 
of  the  different  witnesses  testifying  in  the  case  considered  in 
connection  with  the  positive  testimony  contained  in  the  letters 
and  other  evidence  in  the  case.  In  determining  whether  the 
defendants  did  maliciously  conspire  to  accomplish  the  aliena- 
tion of  the  husband  and  the  loss  of  his  affection  and  society  by 
the  wife,  the  evidence  should  be  considered  in  view  of  the 
rights  of  the  parents  and  their  obligations  respecting  their 
child's  welfare  and  happiness.  As  stated  in  the  recent  case 
of  Jones  V.  Monson,  137  Wis.  478,  487,  119  N.  W.  183: 

"The  true  test  to  be  applied  to  the  evidence  in  this  class  of 
cases  is :  Were  the  defendants  in  what  they  did  actuated  with 
reasonable  parental  regard  for  their  child,  or  were  they  actu- 
VoL.140— 35 
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ated  by  unreasonable  ill  will  towards  the  husband  or  wife,  as 
the  case  may  be  ?" 

"Acts  done  by  a  stranger  might  well  be  regarded  as  mali- 
cious, while  similar  acts  by  the  parents  would  not  give  rise  to 
a  well-grounded  suspicion  of  bad  intention." 

It  is  strenuously  ui^d  that  the  evidence  in  this  case  fails 
to  show  that  the  defendants  Frances  L.  White  and  Maty  A. 
StewoH  maliciously  oonfederated  together  for  the  unlawful 
purpose  charged,  and  that  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  they 
attempted  to  carry  out  such  purpose.     As  stated,  the  volu- 
minous evidence  on  this  issue  embraces  well  nigh  all  the 
material  facts  and  circumstances  in  the  case  and  cannot  profit- 
ably be  restated  here.    The  record  contains  positive  evidence 
supporting  the  claim  that  these  defendants  ccmibined  and  took 
actual  steps  to  poison  the  mind  of  the  plaintiff's  husband 
against  her  and  to  induce  him  to  separate  from  her  as  bis 
wife.    The  circumstances  of  their  conduct  in  the  matter  are 
cogent  in  support  of  this  claim.     True,  much  of  the  direct 
evidence  of  the  defendants  is  a  denial  of  any  such  purpose 
and  an  endeavor  to  explain  the  circumstances  tending  to  show 
guilt.    The  court's  conclusions,  however,  are  clearly  supported 
by  the  facts  and  circmnstances  shown,  if  the  witnesses  testify- 
ing thereto  are  worthy  of  credit  and  belief.    The  conclusions 
of  the  court  as  to  the  facts  must  stand  unless  we  can  say  from 
the  record  before  us  that  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses  in  sup- 
port thereof  is  incredible  or  not  of  sufficient  weight  to  warrant 
the  court  in  finding  these  defendants  guilty  of  the  wrong  al- 
leged against  them.    After  an  attentive  reading  and  considera- 
tion of  the  evidence,  we  cannot  say  that  the  witnesses  testify- 
ing in  support  of  the  cause  of  action  were  not  entitled  to  credit 
and  that  such  evidence  was  insufficient  in  wei^t  to  sustain  the 
findings.    Upon  the  record  it  must  be  held  that  these  defend- 
ants were  guilty  of  maliciously  confederating  together  to 
injure  the  plaintiff  by  effecting  the  alienation  and  the  loss  of 
affection  and  society  of  her  husband. 
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It  is  asserted  that  the  award  of  punitory  damages  is  illegal 
because  they  are  evidently  allowed  and  fixed  at  tlie  sum 
awarded  upon  the  evidence  of  the  wealth  of  the  defendant 
Frances  L.  White.  There  is  nothing  in  the  case  showing  that 
the  trial  court  awarded  the  punitory  damages  upon  this 
ground.  The  claim  that  punitory  damages  are  not  proper 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  one  of  the  defendants  is  without 
property  and  that  adother  defendant  is  possessed  of  consid- 
erable means  is  not  well  founded.  The  cause  of  action  arises 
out  of  the  malicious  conduct  of  the  parties,  and  the  wrong- 
doers can  be  subjected  to  punishment  by  the  award  of  puni- 
tory damages  therefor.  We  cannot  say  as  matter  of  law  that 
the  trial  court  allowed  an  excessive  amount  of  either  compen- 
satory or  exemplary  damages  under  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  The  record  presents  no  grounds  for  dis- 
turbing the  judgment 

By  the  Court, — The  judgment  is  reversed  as  to  the  defend- 
ant Frederick  H.  White,  Jr.,  and  the  cause  remanded  with 
directions  to  dismiss  the  action  as  to  him.  The  judgment  is 
affirmed  in  all  respects  as  to  the  other  defendants^ 


Olwell,  Respondent,  vs.  Tra.vis  and  others,  Appellants. 

Octoher  9—Octo1>er  26, 1909. 

Highfoays:  Establishment:  Btatutory  proceedings:  Presumptions  from 
lapse  of  time:  Ancient  survey:  Width:  Change  of  limits:  User: 
Deviation  of  travel:  Costs:  Discretion, 

1.  A  petition  to  the  road  commissioners  in  1847  for  the  laying  out  of 
a  highway  was  recorded  in  the  town  records,  as  was  also  a  sur- 
vey headed  "Survey  of  a  public  road  for  the  town  of  O.,"  defi- 
nitely describing  the  line  of  the  road  throughout,  and  signed 
by  the  surveyor  and  the  commissioners.  These  were  the  only 
records  as  to  the  highway,  but  the  road  was  opened  and  traveled. 
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at  least  partially,  upon  tlie  line  described.  Held  that,  in  view 
of  the  lapse  of  time,  the  survey  must  be  regarded  as  an  ancient 
document;  and  all  proceedings  leading  up  to  the  making  of 
such  survey  will  be  presumed  to  have  been  regularly  taken  pur- 
suant to  Laws  of  1843,  p.  46,  §§  1,  2.  It  will  be  presumed,  there- 
fore, that  the  petitioners  were  freeholders  residing  in  the  town, 
although  the  petition  does  not  show  that  fact,  and  that  an  order 
laying  out  the  road  had  been  regularly  made.  Kebwin,  Mabsh- 
Aix,  and  Timlin,  JJ.,  dissent. 

2.  The  established  width  of  public  highways  at  the  time  in  question 

and  since  having  been  four  rods,  the  road  will  be  deemed  to 
have  been  laid  out  of  that  width,  with  the  line  described  In  the 
survey  as  its  center. 

3.  The  fact  that  at  a  certain  point  a  highway  was  traveled  on  one 

side  only  of  the  center  line  thereof  as  shown  by  the  survey,  did 
not  operate  to  change  the  limits  of  the  road  aa  laid  out. 

4.  Slight  deviation  of  travel  from  a  highway  as  laid  out,  and  the 

maintenance  of  fences  at  irregulal*  distances  from  the  center 
line,  though  continued  for  more  than  twenty  years^  did  not  re- 
sult in  abandonment  of  any  part  of  the  highway  or  in  the  ao> 
quirement  of  title  by  user  to  any  land  outside  of  its  limits, 
where  there  had  never  been  any  attempt  to  have  the  fences 
placed  on  the  true  line,  but  mere  passive  acquiescence  in  their 
remaining  where  placed,  and  no  dedication  of  land  for  the  high- 
way outside  of  its  limits  as  laid  out. 

5.  A  ruling  of  the  trial  court  withholding  costs  in  an  equitable  ac> 

tion  will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal  unless  there  was  an  abuse 
of  discretion. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wau- 
kesha county :  Mabtin  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff  and  respondent 
against  the  defendants  as  supervisors  of  the  town  of  Ocono- 
mowoc,  Waukesha  county,  Wisconsin,  to  enjoin  and  restrain 
them  from  interfering  with  plaintiff  in  constructing  a  fence 
along  the  east  line  of  his  premises,  the  defendants  claiming 
that  the  plaintiff  was  placing  his  fence  within  the  limits  of 
the  highway.  The  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
are  in  substance  as  follows : 

That  the  defendants  were  the  duly  elected,  qualified,  and 
acting  supervisors  of  the  town  of  Oconomowoc,  Waukesha 
county,  Wisconsin ;  that  the  plaintiff  is  a  resident  of  the  town 
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of  Oconomowoc  and  the  owner  of  the  east  half  of  the  north- 
east quarter  of  section  23  of  said  town  of  Oconomowoc ;  that 
on  the  16th  day  of  March,  1847,  the  commissioners  of  public 
highways  duly  caused  to  be  surveyed  and  did  lay  out  a  public 
highway  four  rods  wide  running  from  the  northwest  comer 
of  section  13  in  said  town  of  Oconomowoc,  south  along  the 
section  line  between  sections  13  and  14  to  the  quarter-post 
on  the  east  line  of  section  23,  which  highway  runs,  among 
other  places,  directly  north  and  south  along  the  east  line  of 
plaintiff's  land ;  that  a  correct  survey  of  said  highway  as  laid 
out  was  made  by  Surveyor  RoUo  Powerie ;  that  said  highway 
has  been  traveled  by  the  general  public  for  over  twenty  years 
west  of  the  center  line. of  said  highway  as  laid  out  and  to  a 
width  of  one  and  one-half  rods  from  the  section  line,  except 
in  one  or  two  places  where  the  travel  slightly  diverged ;  that 
fences  have  existed  and  been  maintained  for  more  than 
twenty  years  along  the  east  line  of  plaintiff's  premises  and  at 
irregular  distances  from  the  center  of  the  highway  as  sur- 
veyed and  laid  out  and  outside  of  and  west  of  the  west  line 
of  the  highway  as  the  sAme  was  laid  out;  that  there  never 
has  been  any  attempt  to  have  the  fences  along  said  highway 
placed  along  the  true  line  as  surveyed,  and  there  has  been  no 
dedication  of  any  land  for  highway  purposes  outside  and  west 
of  the  lines  of  the  highway  as  surveyed,  there  simply  being  a 
passive  acquiescence  in  tiie  fences  remaining  where  they  have 
been  placed,  and  that  the  public  has  acquired  no  rights,  by 
user  or  otherwise,  in  any  of  the  lands  of  the  plaintiff  for 
highway  purposes  west  of  the  lines  of  ihe  highway  as  laid  out ; 
that  the  plaintiff  in  building  his  fences  placed  and  erected  the 
same  inside  the  limits  of  the  highway  as  laid  out,  and  that  the 
authorities  of  the  town  of  Oconomowoc  have  asserted  and 
claimed  that  said  highway  extends  upon  the  plaintiff's  land 
and  west  of  the  west  line  of  said  highway  as  laid  out  and  as 
determined  and  fixed  by  the  Rollo  Powerie  survey ;  that  there 
is  and  has  been  a  controversy  between  the  plaintiff  and  the 
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autborities  of  said  town  as  to  the  true  location  of  the  west 
line  of  the  highway  along  the  east  side  of  plaintiff's  premises ; 
that  plaintiff  built  his  fence  upon  what  he  in  good  faith  be- 
lieved to  he  the  west  line  of  the  highway  and  for  the  purpose 
of  inclosing  his  premises  so  that  they  might  be  used  for 
pasturage. 

And  as  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found  that  the  high- 
way in  question  was  duly  laid  out  by  the  highway  commis- 
sioners March  16,  1847,  of  the  width  of  four  rods,  and  that 
the  center  line  thereof  is  the  section  line  on  the  east  side  of 
plaintiff's  premises  between  sections  23  and  24  in  said  to\ni 
as  established  by  RoUo  Powerie,  surveyor,  whose  survey  is  a 
correct  survey  of  such  highway;  that  there  has  been  no  legal 
dedication  to  the  public  of  any  land  outside  of  .the  limits  of 
the  highway  as  originally  laid  out,  and  the  public  has  ac- 
quired no  rights  except  within  the  limits  of  the  highway  as 
originally  laid  out;  that  the  plaintiff  had  no  right  to  build 
the  fence  in  question  at  the  place  he  started  to  build  it,  but 
that  he  has  a  legal  right  to  construct  a  fence  east  of  where  the 
old  fence  stood  and  on  the  west  line  of  a  four-rod  highway  as 
the  same  has  been  determined  by  the  Rollo  Powerie  survey ; 
that  the  public  has  acquired  no  rights  in  plaintiff's  premises 
between  the  old  fence  and  the  west  line  of  a  four-rod  road  as 
established  by  the  Powerie  survey,  and  that  the  defendants 
are  without  authority  to  interfere  with  plaintiff's  use  and 
enjoyment  of  the  same ;  that  judgment  shall  be  entered  per- 
manently enjoining  and  restraining  the  supervisors  of  said 
town,  their  agents  and  servants,  from  interfering  with  the 
construction  and  erection  of  a  fence  on  the  west  line  of  a 
four^rod  highway,  said  west  line  being  two  rods  west  of  the 
section  line  between  sections  23  and  24  as  determined  by 
Hollo  Powerie ;  and  also  restraining  and  enjoining  any  inter- 
ference with  plaintiff's  use  and  enjoyment  of  his  premises 
west  of  said  highway  line;  and  enjoining  and  restraining  the 
plaintiff  from  building  a  fence  on  a  line  one  and  one-half' 
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rods  west  of  said  section  line  j  no  costs  to  be  awarded  to  either 
party  against  the  other,  and  the  defendants  to  pay  the  clerk's 

Judgment  was  rendered  in  accordance  with  the  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  of  law  without  costs,  except  that  defend- 
ants pay  the  clerk's  fees  in  the  court  below,  from  which 
judgment  this  appeal  was  taken. 

Anthony  B.  Eogan,  attorney,  and  (7.  E.  Armin,  of  counsel, 
for  the  appellants. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryanj  Merton  S 
Netubvry,  and  oral  argument  by  T.  E,  Ryan  and  Jf .  A.  Jacob- 
son. 

Kerwin,  J.  A  great  many  errors  are  assigned  by  appel- 
lants upon  exceptions  to  the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions 
of  law,  but  as  we  understand  tliem  they  may  all  be  classified 
under  four  heads :  (1)  Was  the  highway  legally  laid  out  four 
rods  wide?  (2)  Is  there  sufiicient  competent  evidence  to 
support  the  findings  as  to  the  location  of  the  section  line 
between  sections  23  and  24?  (3)  Is  the  highway  in  question 
a  highway  by  user  ?  And  (4)  shoWd  costs  have  been  awarded 
to  the  defendants  ?  If  we  correctly  understand  the  appellants' 
brief,  the  foregoing  propositions  cover  the  material  conten- 
tions of  the  appellants.  After  setting  out  the  various  assign- 
ments of  error  they  stat§  the  controversy  thus : 

"The  real  questions  litigated  on  the  trial  of  this  case  in  the 
court  below  were  whether  tliere  was  a  highway  by  user,  or 
whether  said  highway  had  been  legally  laid  out  and  estab- 
lished by  the  road  commissioners  of  the  town  of  Oconomowoc, 
at  the  place  where  plaintiff  erected  his  fence  mentioned  in 
his  complaint,  and  whether  or  not  plaintiff  had  a  legal  right 
to  erect  said  fence  where  he  did,  and  whether  or  not  the  de- 
fendants were  justified  in  removing  said  fence  in  the  manner 
in  which  they  did." 

1.  It  is  first  contended  that  the  highway  was  not  legally 
laid  out^  for  the  reason  that  the  petition  did  not  show  that 
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the  petitioners  were  freeholders  residing  in  the  town,  and, 
further,  that  the  survey  is  insufficient  as  an  order  laying  out 
the  highway,  the  petition  and  survey  being  the  only  records 
produced.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  court  that  after  the  kpse 
of  time  since  the  highway  was  laid  out  it  must  be  presumed 
that  the  petitioners  were  freeholders  residing  in  the  town  and 
the  survey  a  suflScient  order,  under  the  rule  laid  down  by  this 
court  in  Randall  v.  Rovelstad,  105  Wis.  410,  81  N.  W.  819. 
It  seems  that  in  finding  a  four-rod  highway  the  court  con- 
sidered that  the  established  width  of  public  highways  at  the 
time  the  highway  in  question  was  surveyed  was,  and  since 
has  been,  four  rods,  and  that  the  line  run  by  the  surveyor 
should  be  the  center  of  the  highway.  Terr.  Laws  of  1840, 
p.  33,  No.  24,  §  5.  See,  also.  Laws  of  1843,  pp.  46-50,  §  23 ; 
R.  S.  1849,  ch.  16,  sec  70;  ch.  19,  sec  74,  R.  S.  1858; 
sees.  1264,  1294,  Stats.  (1898).  So  it  seems  the  survey  suf- 
ficiently described  the  width  of  the  highway  as  four  rods. 
Stcde  V.  Hogue,  71  Wis.  384,  36  N.  W.  860.  The  important 
question  is  whether  the  recording  of  the  survey  was  sufficient 
evidence  of  the  laying  out  of  the  road.  It  definitely  described 
the  line  of  the  road  throughout,  and  runs  on  the  section  line 
«ast  of  plaintiiFs  property  between  sections  13  and  14,  23 
and  24.  It  is  signed  by  the  surveyor  and  the  road  commis- 
sioners, dated  March  16,  1847,  and  is  indorsed  "Survey  of 
Road.''  The  survey  begins  by  reciting,  "Survey  of  a  public 
Toad  for  the  town  of  Oconomowoc,"  and  then  follows  a 
description  of  the  line  from  beginning  to  end.  The  petition 
to  the  road  commissioners  of  the  town  to  lay  out  the  highway 
and  the  survey  were  recorded  in  the  town  records. 

The  road  in  Randall  v.  Rovelstad,  supra,  was  opened  by 
<»unty  commissioners  under  Terr.  Stats.  1839,  p.  107,  sec.  4 
of  which  provides  for  the  appointnuent  of  viewers,  and  sec.  5 
provides  that  said  viewers,  or  a  majority  of  them,  shall  view 
the  route  proposed,  and,  if  deemed  a  public  utility,  shall  lay 
out  and  mark  such  road  on  the  best  ground  obtainable;  and* 
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«ec.  6  provides  that  the  viewers,  or  a  majority  of  them,  shall 
make  a  certified  copy  of  their  proceedings  to  the  ensuing 
session  of  the  board,  when  the  same  shall  be  publicly  read, 
-and  if  no  objection  is  made  to  such  proposed  highway  the 
board  shall  cause  a  record  thereof  to  be  made  and  order  the 
road  to  be  opened  and  repaired  a  necessary  width,  not  exceed- 
ing sixty-six  feet  Under  this  law  it  was  held  in  Randall  v. 
Rovelstad,  supra,  that  the  filing  of  the  survey  at  a  date  more 
than  forty  years  anterior  to  the  time  of  trial  was  sufficient 
evidence  that  a  highway  had  been  laid  out  As  we  have  seen, 
secL  6,  p.  107,  Terr.  Stats.  1839,  provides  merely  that  a  record 
shall  be  made  of  the  highway,  but  it  does  not  require  a  copy 
of  the  order  to  be  filed,  nor  does  it  require  that  the  survey 
shall  embrace  a  copy  of  the  order,  and  it  was  therefore  held 
that  because  of  the  great  lapse  of  time  a  record  of  the  survey 
describing  the  road  was  sufficient  evidence  tJiat  it  had  been 
laid  out  111  the  case  before  us,  obviously,  a  road  was  laid 
out,  not  by  county  commissioners  \mder  the  Statutes  of  1839, 
but  by  the  town  commissioners  under  the  Laws  of  1843,  and, 
as  will  be  seen,  the  proceedings  were  somewhat  diflFerent 
The  law  required  a  petition  to  be  made  to  the  commissioners 
of  the  town  by  six  or  more  freeholders,  and  further  provided 
that  whenever  the  conmiissioners  of  highways  shall  lay  out  a 
road  they  shall  cause  a  survey  or  description  to  be  made  of 
such  road  and  shall  incorporate  such  survey  in  an  order  to  be 
signed  by  them  and  filed  and  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  town 
clerk,  who  shall  note  the  time  of  receiving  the  same.  Laws 
of  1843,  p.  46,  §§  1,  2.  So  it  will  be  seen  that  under  the. 
Laws  of  1843  the  commissioners  of  highway  in  towns  were 
required,  when  they  laid  out  a  road,  to  incorporate  the  survey 
in  an  order  laying  out  the  same  and  file  it  with  the  clerk. 
So  that  in  this  regard  this  law  differs  from  the  law  under 
which  the  road  was  laid  out  in  Randall  v,  Rovelstad,  supra. 
However,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  court,  in  view  of  the  great 
lapse  of  time  since  the  filing  of  the  petition  and  survey  in  the 
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instant  case  and  the  fact  that  the  road  had  been  opened  and 
traveled,  at  least  partially,  upon  the  line  described  in  the 
survey,  that  the  sun  oy  must  be  regarded  as  an  ancient  docu- 
ment and  all  proceedings  leading  up  to  the  making  of  such 
survey  presumed  to  have  been  regularly  taken;  that  the 
statute  (§§  1,  2,  Laws  of  1843)  contemplates  that  the  road 
shall  be  first  laid  out  before  the  survey  is  made,  and,  not- 
withstanding there  was  not  a  strict  compliance  with  the 
statute  in  the  recording  of  an  order  embracing  a  copy  of  the 
survey,  that  the  order  must  have  preceded  the  survey  and 
have  been  in  existence  and  r^ularly  niade  at  the  time  the 
survey  was  made  and  recorded,  though  not  incorporated  in 
the  survey;  that  the  statute  (§  2)  to  the  effect  that  whenever 
the  oommissioaiers  of  highways  shall  lay  out  any  road  they 
shall  cause  a  survey  or  description  to  be  made  of  such  road 
means  that  the  laying  out  of  the  hi^way  shall  precede  the 
survey,  and  that  since  the  survey  was  made  and  filed  it  must 
be  presumed  that  all  anterior  steps  leading  up  to  the  making 
and  filing  of  the  survey  were  regularly  taken.  Randall  v, 
Ravelstad,  105  Wis.  410,  81  N.  W.  819.  True,  at  the  point 
in  question  on  the  section  line  between  sections  23  and  24  the 
road  was  traveled  on  the  west  side  of  the  section  line  only, 
but  this  would  not  operate  to  change  the  limits  of  the  road 
as  laid  out  Maire  v.  Erase,  85  Wis.  302,  55  N.  W.  389 ; 
Reilly  v.  Racine,  51  Wis.  526,  8  N.  W.  417;  Randall  v. 
Rovelslad,  supra. 

2.  The  next  question  is  whether  the  evidence  is  sufficient 
to  support  the  finding  on  the  location  of  the  section  line 
between  sections  23  and  24.  The  claim  of  the  appellants 
would  throw  the  line  farther  west  upon  the  property  of  the 
plaintiff  and  thereby  shift  the  highway  farther  west.  This 
point  was  strenuously  contested  on  both  sides  and  severaf 
surveys  made  and  a  mass  of  evidence  offered,  and  the  court 
below  in  its  findings  found  in  favor  of  the  respondent  on  this 
proposition  and  adopted  what  was  known  in  the  case  as  the 
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Kollo  Powerie  survey  as  the  correct  survey,  and  we  think  the 
finding  is  veell  supported  by  the  evidence. 

3.  It  is  further  contended  by  appellants  that  a  highway 
by  user  was  established  over  the  land  actually  used  west  of 
the  section  line.  The  court  below  found  upon  sufficient  evi- 
dence that  the  highway  was  traveled  by  the  general  public 
for  over  twenty  years  west  of  the  center  line  of  the  highway 
as  laid  out  and  to  a  width  of  one  and  one-half  rods  from  the 
section  line,  except  in  one  or  two  places  where  the  travel 
slightly  diverged.  This  contention  brings  us  again  to  the 
question  whether  the  highway  was  legally  laid  out  four  rods 
wide;  and,  this  court  holding  in  this  case  that  it  was,  it  is 
only  called  upon  to  further  consider  the  effect  of  divergent 
travel  along  the  general  course  of  tlie  highway  for  upwards 
of  twenty  years.  The  argument  of  appellants  under  this  head 
is  that  the  only  lawful  highway  existing  is  the  one  which 
has  been  actually  used ;  and,  as  we  understand  their  argument, 
they  base  it  upon  two  grounds:  First,  that,  there  being  no 
highway  laid  out,  one  could  be  acquired  only  by  user;  and 
second,  that  even  if  a  lawful  highway  had  been  laid  out  it 
was  abandoned  by  nonuser.  The  court  has  already  disposed 
of  the  first  proposition  by  holding  that  a  highway  was  laid 
out  Upon  the  second  proposition  the  court  below  found  on 
ample  evidence  that  fences  have  existed  and  been  maintained 
for  more  than  twenty  years  along  the  east  line  of  plaintiff's 
premises  and  at  irregular  distances  from  the  center  of  the 
highway  as  surveyed  and  laid  out  and  outside  and  west  of 
the  west  line  of  the  highway  as  laid  out,  and  that  there  never 
has  been  any  attempt  to  have  the  fences  placed  along  the  true 
line  as  surveyed,  and  there  has  been  no  dedication  of  any 
land  for  highway  purposes  outside  of  the  west  line  of  the 
highway,  there  simply  being  a  passive  acquiescence  in  the 
fences  remaining  where  they  were  placed,  and  that  the  public 
has  acquired  no  right  by  user  or  otherwise  in  any  of  the  lands 
of  plaintiff  west  of  the  lines  of  the  highway  as  laid  out,  and 
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that  tbe  plaintiflF  in  building  his  fences  erected  the  same 
inside  of  the  limits  of  the  highway  as  laid  out  and  as  such 
highway  in  fact  existed.  Upon  the  facts  found  by  the  court 
below  under  tliia  head  it  is  well  settled  in  this  state  that  there 
<joul(J  be  no  abandonment  of  any  portion  of  the  highway  laid 
out  or  any  title  by  user  acquired  outside  of  the  lines  of  the 
highway  as  laid  out*  Randall  v.  RoveUtad,  105  Wis.  410, 
81  N.  W.  819 ;  Nicolai  v.  Davis,  91  Wis.  370,  64  N.  W.  1001 ; 
Reilly  v.  Racine,  51  Wis.  526,  8  N.  W.  417.  Counsel  for  ap- 
pellants rely  on  State  v.  Lloyd,  133  Wis.  468, 113  K  W.  964, 
but  in  that  case  it  will  be  seen  that,  although  a  four-rod 
highway  had  been  laid  out,  subsequently  a  new  road  upon  a 
different  line  from  that  formerly  laid  out  was  opened  and 
traveled  by  the  public  and  acquiesced  in  by  the  owners  of  flie 
land,  so  the  rule  of  slight  deviation  from  the  highway  as  laid 
out  had  no  application  and  was  so  held  by  the  oourt  in  that 
case. 

4.  It  is  also  contended  by  appellants  that  the  court  erred 
in  not  awarding  costs  to  the  appellants.  The  case  being  in 
equity,  the  matter  of  costs  was  in  the  discretion  of  the  court, 
and  since  we  find  no  abuse  of  discretion  we  cannot  disturb 
the  ruling  below  in  that  regard. 

The  writer  desires  to  say  in  conclusion  that  it  is  the  opinion 
of  Justices  Maeshall,  Timmn,  and  himself  that  the  judg^ 
ment  should  be  reversed  upon  the  ground  that  there  is  no 
evidence  that  the  alleged  highway  was  ever  laid  out,  but  the 
majority  of  the  oourt  think  otherwise,  as  indicated  in  the 
opinion  of  the  court ;  therefore  the  judgment  must  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  af- 
ifirmed. 
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Stask,  Appellant^  vs.  Backus,  District  Attorney,  and  others,. 

Eespondents. 

October  9—Octo1>er  26,  1909, 

Sunday:  Statutes:  Construction:  Barter  shops:  Constitutional  law: 

Restraining  enforcement  of  crimincil  law. 

!•  In  sec.  4595,  Stats.  (1898),  providiDg  that  "any  person  who  shall 
keep  open  his  shop,  warehouse  or  workhouse,  or  shall  do  any 
manner  of  labor,  business  or  work,  except  only  works  of  neces- 
sity and  charity  ...  on  the  first  day  of  the  week  shall  be  pun- 
ished," etc.,  the  exception  of  "works  of  necessity  and  charity" 
relates  to  the  doing  of  "labor,  business  or  work"  and  not  to- 
keeping  open  a  "shop,  warehouse  or  workhouse." 

2.  The  proviso  added  to  said  sec.  4595  by  ch.  300,  Laws  of  1909, 
that  "keeping  open  a  barber  shop  on  Sunday  .  .  .  shall  not  be 
deemed  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity,"  did  not  change  the  ef- 
fect of  the  statute  or  render  it  invalid  as  being  discriminatory 
against  the  keepers  of  such  shops  and  as  denying  to  them  the 
equal  protection  of  the  laws  or  depriving  them  of  liberty  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law. 

8.  Neither  before  nor  after  the  addition  of  such  proviso  could  keep- 
ing open  a  barber  shop  on  Sunday  be  Justified  as  a  work  of  ne- 
cessity or  charity;  nor  would  the  state  be  obliged.  In  a  prose- 
cution for  keeping  open  any  shop,  workhouse  or  warehouse  in 
violation  of  said  section,  to  plead  or  prove  that  such  act  was 
not  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity. 

4.  Elven  If,  when  it  enacted  said  proviso,  the  legislature  supposed 
that  the  exception  as  to  works  of  necessity  and  charity  applied 
to  the  keeping  open  of  a  shop,  warehouse,  or  workhouse,  that 
fact  Is  not  controlling  upon  the  question  of  the  construction  of 
the  pre-existing  statute. 

6.  The  complaint  In  this  action  to  have  sec.  4595,  Stats.  (1898),  as 
amended,  declared  void,  and  to  restrain  the  district  attorney 
and  others  from  Instituting  any  proceeding  against  plaintiff 
for  violation  thereof,  is  held  not  to  make  a  proper  case  for  the 
exercise  of  the  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enjoin  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  criminal  law. 

Appeal  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee 
county:  Geo.  W.  Burnell,  Judge.    Affirmed, 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Kronshage,  McGov- 
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em,  Goff,  Fritz  £  Hannan,  and  oral  argunuent  by  (?.  2?.  Goff 
and  F.  E.  McGovem.  They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  the 
remedy  by  injunction  was  proper:  22  Cyc.  903;  16  Am-  & 
Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  372 ;  5  Pom.  Eq.  Jur.  632,  636; 
Pennoyer  v.  McConnau/jhy,  140  U.  S.  1,  11  Sup.  Ct.  699; 
Davis  £  F.  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Los  Angeles,  189  U.  S.  207,  23 
Sup.  Ct  498 ;  Dobbins  v.  Los  Angeles,  195  U.  S.  223,  25  Sup. 
Ct.  18;  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  466,  18  Sup.  Ct  418; 
Ex  parte  Young,  209  U.  S.  123,  28  Sup.  Ct  441;  Cain  v. 
Daly,  74  S.  C.  480,  55  S.  E.  110;  Bryan  v.  Mayor,  etc, 
154  Ala.  447,  45  South.  922 ;  Deems  v.  Mayor,  etc.  80  Md. 
164,  30  Atl.  648,  26  L.  R  A,  542;  Greenwich  Ins.  Co.  v. 
Carroll,  125  Fed.  121 ;  MUmaukee  E.  B.  £  L.  Co.  v.  Bradley, 
108  Wis.  467,  84  N.  W.  870 ;  Jos.  SchlUz  B.  Co.  v.  Superior, 
117  Wis.  297,  93  K  W.  1120;  Bonneit  v.  Vallier,  136  Wis. 
193, 116  N.  W.  885 ;  State  ex  rel.  ZiUmer  v.  KretUzberg,  114 
Wis.  530,  90  K  W.  1098;  Ritchie  v.  People,  155  HL  98, 
40  N.  E.  454.  The  injunction  should  have  been  continued 
pendente  lite:  Valley  I.  \V.  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Goodrich,  103  Wis. 
436,  78  K  W.  1096 ;  Quayle  v.  Bayfield  Co.  114  Wis.  108,  89 
N.  W.  892 ;  Ba^ilett  v.  L.  BaHlett  £  Son  Co.  116  Wis.  450, 
93  X.  W.  473 ;  De  Pauw  v.  Oxley,  122  Wis.  656,  100  N.  W. 
1028.  The  statute  in  question  (ch.  300,  Laws  of  1909)  is  un- 
constitutional:  Eden  v.  People,  161  111.  296,  43  K  E.  1108; 
Ex  parte  Jentzsch,  112  Cal.  468,  44  Pac.  803 ;  State  v.  Oranr 
neman,  132  Mo.  326,  33  S.  W.  784;  State  v.  Lorry,  7  Baxt 
(Tenn.)  95;  Ragio  v.  State,  86  Tenn.  272,  6  S.  W.  401; 
People  V.  Havnor,  149  K  Y.  195,  43  N.  E.  541 ;  Ex  parte 
Westerfield,  55  Cal.  550,  36  Am.  Rep.  47;  Armstrong  v. 
State,  170  Ind.  188,  84  N.  E.  3,  15  L.  R  A.  n.  a  646; 
Pasadena  v.  Stimson,  91  Cal.  238,  27  Pac.  604.  To  be  dis- 
tinguished: Petit  V.  Minnesota,  177  U.  S.  164,  20  Sup.  Ct 
666 ;  State  v.  Petit,  74  Minn.  376,  77  N.  W.  225 ;  People  v. 
Tlavjwr,  149  N.  Y.  195,  43  N.  E.  541;  People  v.  Bellet, 
99  Mich.  151,  57  N.  W.  1094;  Ex  parte  Northrup,  41  On^g. 
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489,  69  Pac.  445;  State  v.  Sopher,  25  Utah,  318,  71  Pac. 
482;  Staie  v.  Bergfeldi,  41  Wash.  234,  83  Pac.  177.  The 
statute  was  not  enacted  in  response  to  any  public  need:  State 
exrel.  Zillmerv.  Kreulzberg,  114  Wis.  530,  90  N.  W.  1098; 
State  V,  Redmon,  134  Wis.  89,  114  N.  W.  137;  Stale  v. 
yVhUcom,  122  Wis.  110,  99  N.  W.  468.  The  amendment  of 
1909  was  special  legislation:  State  ex  rel.  Kellogg  v.  Currens, 
111  Wis.  431,  87  N.  W.  561;  Black  v.  State,  113  Wis. 
205,  89  K  W.  522;  Huber  v.  MerJcel,  117  Wis.  355,  94 
K  W.  354;  State  ex  rel  Risch  v.  Trustees,  121  Wis.  44,  98 
N.  W.  954 ;  Bingham  v.  Milwauhee  Co.  127  Wis.  344,  106 
K  W.  1071;  State  v.  Evans,  130  Wis.  381,  110  K  W.  241; 
Servonitz  v.  State,  133  Wis.  231,  113  K  W.  277;  Phipps  v. 
Wis,  Cent.  R.  Co.  133  Wis.  153, 113  K  W.  456;  and  seyeral 
of  the  cases  cited  to  other  points.  The  proviso  of  1909  was 
unreasonable :  Bonnett  v.  Vallier,  136  Wis.  193 ;  State  v.  Redr 
mon,  134  Wis.  89 ;  State  ex  rel.  MU.  Med.  CoU.  v.  Chittejiden, 
127  Wis.  468,  107  K  W.  500.  The  supreme  court  had 
already  put  a  construction  on  this  statute:  Jensen  v.  State, 
60  Wis.  577,  19  N.  W.  374;  McArthwr  v.  Green  Bay  &  M. 
C.  Co.  34  Wis.  139.  And  the  proviso  added  in  1909  amounts 
to  an  assumption  by  the  legislature  of  the  judicial  power 
of  construing  statutes:  Sinking  Fund  Cases,  99  U.  S.  700; 
Comm.  ex  rel.  Roney  v.  Warwick,  172  Pa.  St.  140,  33  Atl. 
373;  James  v.  State,  45  Tex.  Crim.  592,  78  S.  W.  951. 

For  the  respondents  the  district  attorney  and  sheriff  of 
Milwaukee  county  there  was  a  brief  by  August  C.  Backus, 
district  attorney,  and  Norman  L.  Baker,  assistant  district  at- 
torney, and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  Baker. 

For  the  other  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Boden  & 
Beuscher,  and  oral  argument  by  F.  X.  Boden.  To  the  point 
that  without  reference  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act  in 
question  this  was  not  a  proper  case  for  the  interposition  of 
equity  to  arrest  the  enforcement  of  the  criminal  law,  re- 
spondents cited:  CaiToU  v.  Greenwich  Ins.  Co.  199  U.  S.  401, 
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26  Sup.  Ct  66;  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  466,  18  Sup. 
Ct.  418;  In  re  Sawyer,  124  U.  S.  200,  8  Sup.  Ct  482; 
2  Story,  Eq.  Jur.  (13tli  eA)  §  893;  FUts  v.  McGhee,  172^ 
U.  S.  516,  19  Sup.  Ct  169;  Minneapolis  B.  Co.  v.  McOUr 
livray,  104  Fed.  258 ;  Logan  v.  Postal  Tel.  S  C.  Co.  157 
Fed.  570 ;  ArhucUe  v.  Blachhum,  113  Fed.  616 ;  Christian 
Moerlein  B.  Co.  v.  HUl,  166  Fed-  140;  Den/ver  v.  Beede, 
25  Colo.  172,  54  Pac.  624;  Payer  v.  Des  Plaines,  123  BL 
111,  13  N.  E.  819 ;  Pleasants  v.  Smith,  90  Miss.  440,  43 
SoutJi.  475 ;  Chicago  v.  Chicago  City  B.  Co.  222  HI.  560, 
78  N.  E.  890;  Delaney  v.  Flood,  183  N.  Y.  323,  76  N.  E. 
209 ;  Eden  Musee  Am.  Co.  v.  BingJiam,  125  App.  Div.  780, 
110  N.  Y.  Supp.  210;  Stiesskind  v.  Bingham,  125  App.  Div. 
787,  110  N.  Y.  Supp.  213 ;  Shepard  v.  Bingham,  125  App. 
Div.  784, 110  N.  Y.  Supp.  217 ;  and  many  other  cases.  Even 
if  the  proviso  added  in  1909  was  void  the  whole  act  is  not 
void,  and  the  officers  should  be  permitted  to  prosecute  under 
the  valid  remainder  of  the  act,  citing:  1  Lewis's  Sutherland, 
Stat  Constr.  (2d  ed.)  §§  296  (169),  297  (170);  Lynch  v. 
Steamer  "Economy,"  27  Wis.  69 ;  Wilcox  v.  Hemming,  58 
Wis.  144,  15  N.  W.  435 ;  and  other  cases.  Upon  the  point 
that  the  statute  was  constitutional  the  respondents  relied  upon 
the  cases  cited  and  sought  to  be  distinguished  by  the  appellant 
supra,  and  added:  Jvdefind  v.  State,  78  Md.  510,  28  Atl. 
405,  22  L.  R.  A.  721 ;  Qvarles  v.  State,  55  Ark.  10, 17  S.  W. 
269,  14  L.  R  A.  192;  State  v.  O'Rourh,  35  Neb.  614,  53 
N.  W.  591,  17  L.  R  A.  830;  Phillips  v.  Innes,  4  CL  & 
F.  234 ;  Comm.  v.  Waldman,  140  Pa.  St  89,  21  Atl.  248 ;. 
State  V.  Frederick,  45  Ark.  347 ;  Stone  v.  Graves,  145  Mass. 
353,  13  K  E.  906;  MiUs  v.  Charleton,  29  Wis.  400;  Bound 
V.  Wis.  Cent.  R.  Co.  45  Wis.  643. 

Timlin,  J.  The  appellant  brought  this  suit  in  equity  in 
his  own  behalf  and  in  behalf  of  all  others  similarly  situated 
against  the  sheriff  and  district  attorney  of  Milwaukee  county 
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and  a  guild  or  association  of  barbers  and  several  members 
and  officers  of  that  guild,  praying  that  a  certain  act  of  the 
legislature  of  this  state,  hereinafter  referred  to,  be  declared 
unconstitutional  and  void,  and  that  the  defendants  and  each 
of  them  be  enjoined  from  issuing  or  attempting  to  issue  any 
warrant  or  other  criminal  process  against  the  appellant  or  his 
agents  or  servants,  and  from  instituting  or  attempting  to 
institute  or  maintain  any  proceeding,  action,  or  suit,  civil  or 
criminal,  against  the  plaintiff,  for  violation  of  said  pretended 
law.  Appellant  based  his  claim  to  tliis  relief  upon  the  fact 
that  he  is  a  citizen  duly  licensed  or  registered  as  a  barber  and 
resides  in  Milwaukee,  where  he  has  conducted  for  more  than 
ten  years  last  past  and  now  conducts,  in  or  adjacent  to  a 
great  hotel  called  the  Plankinton  House,  a  large  barber  shop, 
with  manicuring,  bathing,  shoe-polishing,  and  clothes-cleaning 
adjuncts ;  that  he  employs  therein  a  large  number  of  barbers 
and  others,  and  he  has  expended  large  sums  of  money  in 
fitting  up  said  shop  for  these  purposes,  and  has  been  accus- 
tomed to  keep  the  shop  with  all  its  adjuncts  open  on  Sunday 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  public  generally,  and  for  that 
of  the  guests  and  patrons  of  said  hotel  particularly,  and  for 
his  own  gain.  He  avers  that  he  has  thereby  built  up  and 
established  a  large  and  profitable  trade,  larger  and  more  prof- 
itable on  Sunday  than  on  any  other  day,  and  dependent  on 
this  Sunday  patronage.  Great  and  irreparable  loss  will  fall 
upon  the  appellant  and  great  inconvenience  result  to  his  said 
patrons  if  this  business  is  not  permitted  to  continue  as  it 
has  heretofore  been  carried  on.  The  defendant  MilwauJcec 
Branch  of  the  Wiscofmn  Barbers'  Association,  and  the  other 
defendants  (except  the  sheriff  and  district  attorney),  and 
other  persons  unknown,  did  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  in 
question  "combine,  associate,  agree,  mutually  imdertake,  and 
concert  together  for  the  purpose  of  wilfully  and  maliciously 
depriving  the  plaintiff  of  the  good  will  of  his  business  and  to 
bring  about  his  personal  and  business  ruin,  and  in  further- 
VoL.140  — 36 
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ance  of  such  conspiracy  were  active  in  and  responsible  for  the 
passage  of  the  act  in  question,  and  caused  said  statute  to  be 
prepared  and  introduced  in  the  legislature,  and  used  their 
eflforts,  influence,  and  persuasion  to  have  it  enacted."  Then, 
in  furtherance  of  the  same  unlawful  conspiracy,  and  to  de- 
grade the  plaintiff  and  prejudice  him  before  the  public,  and 
to  injure  and  destroy  plaintiffs  business,  they  now,  after  the 
passage  and  publication  of  the  act  in  question,  threaten  and 
intend  to  prosecute  the  plaintiff  and  his  agents  and  servants 
under  the  said  law  by  many  and  continued  prosecutions,  if 
plaintiff  keeps  open  his  said  shop  or  place  of  business  on 
Sunday  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  the  business  before 
described.  Repeated  prosecutions  and  many  arrests  of  the 
plaintiff  and  his  employees  are  threatened  if  they  continue  to 
operate  this  shop  on  Simday.  This  would  result  in  a  multi- 
plicity of  suits,  in  each  of  which  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tionality of  this  statute  would  be  raised  and  must  be  deter- 
mined. Upon  a  complaint  of  this  kind  the  appellant  obtained 
from  a  court  commissioner  an  injunctional  order  prohibiting 
the  defendants  and  each  of  them  until  the  further  order  of 
the  court  from  issuing  or  attempting  to  issue,  applying  for 
or  having  issued,  any  warrant  or  process  against  the  appel- 
lant^ and  from  instituting  or  attempting  to  institutje  any 
action  or  proceeding,  civil  or  criminal,  against  the  appellani 
for  any  alleged  violation  of  said  pretended  law.  On  motion 
the  circuit  court,  at  the  instance  of  the  sheriff  and  district 
attorney  by  one  order,  and  at  the  instance  of  the  other  de- 
fendants by  another  and  separate  order,  vacated  the  said 
injunctional  order,  and  these  appeals  by  the  plaintiff  are  from 
the  last-mentioned  orders  of  the  circuit  court. 

2.  Two  questions  are  presented  for  consideration:  Is  the 
statute  in  question  valid?  Is  there  a  proper  case  presented 
for  enjoining  the  sheriff  and  the  district  attorney  from  en- 
forcing the  criminal  law?  The  appellant  makes  no  attack 
upon  Sunday  laws  in  general,  conceding  in  substance,  as  ire 
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understand  him,  that  the  legislature  has  power  to  select  "the 
venerable  day  of  the  Sun,"  or  the  no  less  venerable  "Sabbath 
Day,"  and  enforce  in  the  interest  of  public  health  and  welfare 
a  cessation  of  business  and  labor  on  that  day.  But  it  is  con- 
tended that  because  of  the  change  in  the  statute  law  on  that 
subject  wrought  by  ch.  300,  Laws  of  1909,  the  law  is  no 
longer  uniform  in  its  operation,  but  absolutely  prohibits  those 
engaged  in  shaving  and  hair  cutting,  and  incidentally  those 
engaged  in  conducting  as  adjuncts  to  such  business  bathing, 
manicuring,  shoe-polishing,  and  dothes-cleaning  departments, 
from  keeping  open  a  shop  or  workhouse  on  Sunday.  It  ac- 
complishes this  by  declaring  that  keeping  open  a  barber  shop 
on  that  day  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  hair  and  shaving  beards 
shall  not  be  deemed  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity,  while  it 
permits  keepers  of  similar  shops,  indistinguishal)le  upon  any 
proper  or  lawful  basis  of  classification,  to  require  the  state 
to  show  that  similar  acts  upon  that  day  on  their  part  were 
not  works  of  necessity  and  charity,  or  permits  such  persons 
to  show  that  similar  acts  on  their  part  were  acts  of  necessity 
or  charity  and  so  justify  their  like  acts  and  escape  conviction. 
It  is  contended  that,  there  being  no  reasonable  or  valid  ground 
for  such  distinction  or  classification,  the  act  in  question  with 
the  proviso  of  1909  denies  to  appellant  the  equal  protection 
of  the  law  and  deprives  him  of  liberty  and  property  without 
due  process  of  law,  thus  contravening  sees.  1  and  8,  art  I,  of 
the  constitution  of  Wisconsin,  and  art  XIV  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States. 

The  following  general  Sunday  law,  apparently  borrowed 
from  Massachusetts,  has  been  upon  our  statute  books  since 
1849: 

"Any  person  who  shall  keep  open  his  shop,  warehouse  or 
workhouse,  or  shall  do  any  manner  of  labor,  business  or  work, 
except  only  works  of  necessity  and  charity  ...  on  the  first 
day  of  the  week  shall  be  punished  by  fine  not  exceeding  ten 
dollars ;  ...  no  civil  process  shall  be  served  or  executed  on 
said  day."    Sec.  4595,  Stats.  (1898). 
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The  legislature  of  1909,  by  eh.  300  of  the  laws  of  that  year, 

amended  this  statute,  thereby  making  no  change  except  by 

adding: 

"Provided,  however,  that  keeping  open  a  barber  shop  on 
Sunday  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  hair  and  shaving  beards 
shall  not  be  deemed  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity." 

It  will  be  observed  that  prior  to  the  amendmjent  of  1909  the 
exception  of  works  of  necessity  and  charity  related  to  "labor, 
business  or  work"  and  not  to  keeping  open  a  shop,  ware- 
house, or  workhouse.  This  we  think  is  very  apparent  from 
the  words  of  the  statute,  and  this  has  been  the  construction  of 
the  similar  statute  in  Massachusetts.  Comm.  v,  Dexira,  143 
Mass.  28,  8  N.  E.  756;  Comm.  v.  Starr,  144  Mass.  359,  11 
N.  E.  533;  Comm.  v.  Osgood,  144  Mass.  362,  11  N.  E.  536; 
Comm^  V.  Dale,  144  Mass.  363, 11  N.  E.  634;  Comm.  v.  Has, 
122  Mass.  40;  Comm^  v.  Nagle,  117  Mass.  142;  Comm.  v. 
Collins,  2  Gush.  556.  There  is  quite  a  variety  of  Sunday 
statutes,  and  it  aids  very  little  in  clearing  up  the  situation 
in  hand  to  cite  cases  from  the  courts  of  Illinois,  California, 
or  New  York,  where  the  Simday  statutes  are  essentially 
different  Such  cases  may  be  useful  and  indeed  highly  per- 
suasive upon  the  proposition  that  where  the  statute  does, 
without  reasonable  ground  therefor,  discriminate  against  bai^ 
hers  or  barber  shops  it  will  be  held  invalid,  but  do  not  at  all 
touch  the  question  whether  the  statute  here  does  so  unrea- 
sonably discriminate. 

We  do  not  find  that  this  court  has  ever  held  that  the  excep- 
tion contained  in  the  statute  under  consideration  related  to 
the  offense  of  keeping  open  on  Sunday  a  shop  or  workhouse. 
If  we  consult  only  the  syllabus  of  Jensen  v.  Slate,  60  Wis. 
577,  19  N.  W.  374,  that  case  would  seem  to  lend  color  to 
the  contention  that  the  exception  in  question  applied  to  all 
offenses  under  this  section  of  the  statutes ;  but  the  complaint 
held  to  be  defective  is  preserved  in  the  report  of  that  case, 
and  from  this  it  appears  that  the  accused  was  there  charged, 
not  with  keeping  open  a  shop  or  workhouse,  but  with  an  act 
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of  "labor,  business,  or  work."  So  we  must  conclude  that 
prior  to  the  amendment  of  1909  the  appellant  oould  not  have 
justified  the  keeping  open  of  his  barber  shop  on  Sunday  upon 
the  ground  that  this  was  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity,  for 
the  reason  that  the  exception  in  the  statute  in  question  did 
not  at  all  relate  to  the  offense  of  keeping  open  a  shop  or  work- 
house, if  for  no  other  reason.  The  appellant  could  have  made 
no  such  defense  prior  to  the  amendment  of  1909,  and  he  can 
make  no  such  defense  after  this  amendment  where  he  is 
charged  with  keeping  open  his  shop  or  workhouse.  The  state, 
upon  such  a  charge  fully  and  properly  pleaded,  was  not 
then,  and  is  not  now,  required  to  negative  this  exception  by 
pleading  or  proof.  On  the  other  hand,  then  as  now,  if  the 
appeUant  was  charged  with  an  act  of  shaving  or  hair  cutting 
on  Sunday,  the  state  must  negative  the  exception  in  the 
statute  by  pleading  and  proof  (La  PovnJt  v.  Cady,  2  Pin.  515 ; 
Splinter  v.  State,  post,  p.  507,  123  N.  W.  97),  or  the  appel- 
lant so  charged  might  aver  if  he  pleased,  and  prove  if  he 
could,  that  the  act  was  one  of  necessity  or  charity.  It  may, 
however,  be  noticed  in  passing  that  in  Michigan,  where  the 
Sunday  statute  is  so  framed  that  the  exception  does  apply  to 
the  offense  of  keeping  open  shop,  it  was  decided  that  the 
legislature  had  power  to  withdraw  the  benefit  of  the  exception 
from  barber  shops  on  the  ground  that  there  did  or  might  exist 
sufficient  reasons  for  applying  a  different  rule  to  such  shops. 
People  V.  Bellet,  99  Mich.  151,  57  N.  W.  1094. 

But  it  may  be  argued  that  the  legislature  of  1909  thought 
that  the  exception  with  respect  to  works  of  necessity  and 
charity  applied  to  the  offense  of  keeping  open  a  shop  or  work- 
house for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  business  therein,  or  it 
would  not  have  amended  the  law  by  adding  the  proviso  in 
question.  This  is  probably  true  as  matter  of  fact>  but  not 
controlling  in  questions  of  construction.  26  Am.  &  Eng. 
Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.)  680,  and  cases  cited;  Railroad  Tax 
Cases,  13  Fed.  722.  Adding  such  proviso  to  an  existing  law 
is  not  the  same  as  making  it  part  of  a  new  statute.     The 
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legislature  may  well  have  been  mistaken  with  reference  to  a 
matter  so  much  outside  of  its  jurisdiction  as  the  construction 
of  a  pre-existing  statute.  McNaughton  r.  Ticknor,  113  Wis. 
555,  89  N.  W.  493. 

Considering  the  clear  language  of  the  former  statute,  the 
amended  statute  only  tends  to  the  conclusion  that  the  later 
legislature  acted  from  abundant^  or  perhaps  superabundant, 
caution.  State  v.  Petit,  74  Minn.  376,  77  N.  W.  225,  af- 
firmed PetU  V.  Minnesota,  177  U.  S.  164,  20  Sup.  Ct.  666. 
The  Minnesota  statute  under  consideration  in  the  cases  last 
cited  presented  a  much  stronger  case  against  the  validity  of 
the  proviso  than  the  case  at  bar.  There  was  by  that  statute 
no  separate  offense  created  and  not  affected  by  the  exception, 
but  all  labor  on  Sunday  was  prohibited  excepting  only  works 
of  necessity  and  charity.  Works  of  necessity  and  charity 
were  then  defined  by  the  same  statute  to  include  whatever 
is  needful  during  the  day  for  the  good  order,  health,  or 
comfort  of  the  community.  To  this  was  afterwards  added  a 
proviso  in  the  same  words  as  the  proviso  here  in  question. 
But  it  was  considered  that  the  act  of  keeping  open  a  barber 
shop  on  Sunday  as  mentioned  in  the  proviso  could  not  come 
within  the  exception  prior  to  the  amendment  because  not  a 
work  of  necessity  or  charity,  notwithstanding  the  broad  scope 
given  those  words  by  the  definition  found  in  the  statute,  and 
that  the  addition  of  the  proviso  was  but  the  result  of  abundant 
caution  on  the  part  of  the  legislature.  Our  statute  as  it  now 
exists,  with  the  proviso  of  1909  added,  contains  no  discrim- 
inatory features,  and  its  validity  must  be  affirmed. 

3.  Aside  from  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  the 
act  of  1909,  this  complaint  did  not  make  a  proper  case  for  the 
exercise  of  the  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enjoin  the  en- 
forcement of  the  criminal  law,  and  it  is  not  to  be  presumed 
from  the  brevity  of  the  opinion  upon  this  point  that  the  ques- 
tion has  not  been  carefully  considered  and  fully  determined. 

By  the  Court, — The  orders  appealed  from  are  affirmed 
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Spi-intek,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

October  9— October  26,  1909. 

Criminal  Jato:  Pleading:  Negativing  exceptions:  Btaiutes:  BaJe  of 

adulterated  milk. 

1.  Where  an  exception  la  stated  In  a  separate  section  of  the  statute 

and  constitutes  no  essential  part  of  the  definition  or.  descrip- 
tion of  an  ofFense,  it  need  not  be  negatived  by  the  prosecution, 
but  is  a  matter  of  defense. 

2.  Thus,  in  a  prosecution  under  sec.  4607,  Stat&  (Supp.  1906;  Laws 

of  1905,  ch.  138),  for  having  in  possession  adulterated  milk 
with  Intent  to  sell  it,  the  state  need  not  allege  or  prove  that  it 
was  not  to  be  sold  as  and  for  "skimmed  milk,"  within  the  ex- 
ception stated  in  sec.  4607a. 

3.  Having  in  possession  seventeen  cans  of  milk  with  intent  to  sell 

the  same,  in  six  of  which  cans  the  milk  contained  less  than  the 
prescribed  percentage  of  milk  fat,  was  a  violation  of  the  stat- 
ute, although  the  average  of  the  entire  lot  was  above  the  legal 
standard. 

Ebbos  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  mnnicipal  court  of  Mil- 
waukee county :  A*.  C.  Bbazee,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  plaintiff  in  error,  hereinafter  called  the  defendant,  was 
arrested  on  a  complaint  charging  that  on  October  30,  1907, 
in  the  county  .of  Milwaukee  and  state  of  Wisconsin,  Frank  L. 
Splinter  did  then  and  there  unlawfully  have  in  his  possession, 
with  intent  then  and  there  to  unlawfully  sell,  adulterated 
milk,  which  said  milk  contained  less  than  three  per  centum  of 
milk  fat,  contrary  to  the  statute,  etc.  The  defendant  was  a 
milk  dealer  and  was  selling  considerable  quantities  of  milk  to 
the  George  Ziegler  Company  under  contract  Of  the  seven- 
teen cans  delivered  on  October  30th,  six  contained  less  than 
three  per  centum  of  milk  fat.  Under  the  contract  the  de- 
fendant was  required  to  furnish  milk  that  would  show  an 
average  test  of  three  and  three-tenths  per  centiim  of  milk  fat. 

The  defendant^  at  the  dose  of  the  evidence  offered  by  the 
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state,  moved  that  he  be  discharged  for  lack  of  evidence  to 
show  that  a  crime  had  been  committed.  The  motion  was 
denied  and  defendant  excepted  to  the  ruling  of  the  court 
The  defendant  was  found  guilty,  and  thereafter  he  made  a 
general  motion  in  arrest  of  judgment,  in  which  no  specific 
grounds  for  arresting  the  judgment  were  set  forth.  The 
motion  was  denied  and  exception  was  taken  to  such  ruling. 
From  the  judgment  of  conviction  defendant  prosecutes  this 
writ  of  error. 

The  following  errors  are  assigned :  (1)  Refusal  to  discharge 
because  no  offense  was  stated  in  the  complaint;  (2)  failure  to 
discharge  for  want  of  evidence  showing  guilt  on  the  part  of 
tlie  defendant;  (3)  because  the  verdict  is  contrary  to  the 
evidence  and  contrary  to  law. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Schmefel  £ 
Knoell,  and  oral  argument  by  Adolph  SchwefeL 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Augvst  C 
Backus,  district  attorney,  and  Norman  L,  Baker,  assistant 
district  attorney,  and  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  of  counsel,  and 
oral  argument  by  Mr.  Baker. 

Barnes,  J.  Sec.  4607,  Stats.  (Supp.  1906 ;  Laws  of  1905, 
ch.  138),  imdtes  it  a  misdemeanor  for  any  person  to  sell,  offer 
to  soil,  or  have  in  his  possession  for  the  purpose  of  sale,  any 
adulterated  milk.  Sec.  4G07a  provides  that  in  all  prosecu- 
tions under  the  preceding  section  the  term  "adulterated  milk" 
shall  mean  milk  containing  less  than  three  per  centum  of  milk 
fat  The  section  further  provides  that  nothing  in  the  act 
shall  be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  sale  of  milk  commonly 
known  as  "skimmed  milk,"  when  the  same  is  sold  as  and  for 
"skimmed  milk." 

The  defendant  contends  that  the  complaint  is  faulty  be- 
cause it  does  not  allege  that  the  milk  in  question  was  not  kept 
and  offered  for  sale  as  skimmed  milk,  and  that  the  proof  sub- 
mitted by  the  state  was  insufficient  to  sustain  a  conviction 
because  it  failed  to  establish  the  same  fact    The  sufficienov 
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of  the  complaint  is  not  raised  by  any  exception.  The  suffi- 
ciency of  the  evidence  is  raised  by  an  exception  to  the  refusal 
of  the  court  to  discharge  the  defendant  after  the  state  had 
rested  its  case.  The  proviso  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  skimmed 
milk  is  not  found  in  sec  4607,  which  makes  it  an  offense  to 
sell  adulterated  milk,  but  is  found  in  tlie  following  section. 
The  rule  is  quite  general  that  where  an  exception  is  in  a 
separate  section  of  the  statute,  or  in  a  proviso  which  is  dis- 
tinct from  the  enacting  clause,  it  is  a  matter  of  defense  which 
the  prosecution  need  not  anticipate  or  notice.  Metzker  v. 
People,  14  111.  101;  Sokel  v.  People,  212  111.  238,  72.  N. 
E.  382;  Alexander  v.  State,  48  Ind.  394;  BusseU  v.  State, 
50  Ind.  174 ;  State  v.  Williams,  20  Iowa,  98 ;  State  v.  Van 
Vliet,  92  Iowa,  476,  61  N.  W.  241;  State  v.  Otimey,  37 
Me.  149;  State  v.  Boymgton,  56  Me.  512;  Comrn,  v.  Hart, 

11  Cush.  130 ;  People  v.  Phippin,  70  Mich.  6,  37  K  W.  888 ; 
Kline  v.  State,  44  Miss.  317 ;  State  v.  McOlynn,  34  N.  H. 
422 ;  State  v.  Cassady,  52  N".  H.  500 ;  Mayer  v.  State,  63  N. 
J.  Law,  36,  42  Atl.  772 ;  State  v.  Price,  71  K  J.  Law,  249, 
58  Ad.  1015;  Comm.  v.  Shelly,  2  Kulp  (Pa.)  300;  ViUines 
V.  State,  96  Tenn.  141,  33  S.  W.  922 ;  Bell  v.  Slate,  104  Ala. 
79,  15  South.  657 ;  State  v.  BaUroad  Co.  54  Ark.  546,  16 
S.  W.  567 ;  State  v.  Thompson,  2  Kan.  432 ;  Comm.  v.  Benge, 
13  Ky.  Law  Eep.  591;  Barber  v.  State,  50  Md.  161;  State 
V.  Cox,  32  Mo.  566;  State  v.  Harris,  119  N.  C.  811,  26 
S.  E.  148. 

Such  rule  waa  adopted  in  this  state  in  Byrne  v.  State, 

12  Wis.  519.  The  modification  of  this  rule  adopted  by  some 
courts  is  that  it  is  necessary  to  negative  an  exception  or 
proviso  not  contained  in  the  enacting  clause  of  a  statute  where 
it  constitutes  an  element  of  the  description  of  the  offense. 
U.  S.  V.  Cook,  17  Wall.  168,  173,  and  cases  cited  in  22  Cyc. 
346.  There  is  no  difficulty  about  stating  an  offense  under  sec. 
4607,  Stats.  (Supp.  1906;  Laws  of  1905,  ch.  138),  without 
negativing  the  proviso  contained  in  sec  4607(i.  Under  a  stat- 
ute prohibiting  the  sale  of  liquors  to  Alaska  Indians  except 
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"for  medicinal,  mechanical,  or  scientific  purposes,"  it  was  held' 
not  necessary  to  negative  the  exceptions,  because  they  con- 
stituted no  essential  part  of  the  definition  of  the  offense. 
Slielp  V.  U.  8.  81  Fed.  694,  26  C.  C.  A,  570.  The  follow- 
ing cases  also  hold  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  negative  such  a 
proviso  as  the  one  under  consideration:  State  v.  Kendig, 
133  Iowa,  164,  110  K  W.  463;  fi^/o/e  v.  WelUr,  171  Ind.  63, 
86  K  E.  761 ;  Hale  v.  State,  68  Ohio  St  676,  61  N.  E.  154; 
Staie  V.  Eeffeman,  28  E.  I.  477,  68  AtL  364;  Mayer  v.  State, 
64  N.  J.  Law,  323,  46  Ail.  624. 

Otherwise  we  deem  the  proof  sufficient  to  sustain  a  convic- 
tion. Six  of  the  seventeen  cans  examined  were  below  the 
legal  standard.  Taking  the  average  test  of  the  entire  lot 
it  was  a  trifle  above  such  standard.  But  the  statute  makes 
it  an  offense  for  any  person  to  have  in  his  possession  with 
intent  to  sell  or  offer  for  sale  '^any  adulterated  milk."  Mani- 
festly,  six  separate  cans  containing  forty-eight  gallons  of 
milk  fell  within  the  condemnation  of  the  statute,  unless  Aey 
contained  skimmed  milk  which  was  kept  for  sale  and  sold  as 
such«  Instead  of  showing  that  the  milk  in  question  was  kept 
for  sale  and  sold  as  skimmed  milk,  the  evidence  of  the  de- 
fendant showed  quite  conclusively  that  it  was  not» 

By  the  Court. — ^Judgment  affirmed* 


DoNOVAW,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

Ociot>er  9— October  t€,  1909. 

Rape:  Evidence:  Oarrohoration. 

A  convlctloii  of  rape  cannot  be  sustained  upon  tlie  tmoorroborated 
testimony  of  a  prosecuting  witness  whose  story  is  Intrinsically 
improbable  and  almost  incredible,  especially  It  she  is  a  persoo 
of  feeble  mind. 
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Ebbob  to  review  a  judgnient  of  the  circuit  court  for  Jeffer- 
son county:  Oeobge  Gbimm,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Oustav 
BuchheU,  attorney,  and  Kronshage,  McGovem,  Gojfj  Fritz  <£ 
Hannan,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  BuchheU  and 
Mr.  F.  E.  McOovem. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  At- 
torney General,  22.  TT.  Lveck,  district  attorney,  and  F,  T, 
Tucker,  assistant  attorney  general,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr. 
LvecJc. 

WiNSLow,  C.  J.  It  is  not  believed  that  any  good  purpose 
would  be  served  by  a  recital  of  the  testimony  in  this  case. 
The  plaintiff  in  error  was  convicted  of  rape.  The  crime  was 
charged  to  have  been  committed  June  1,  1906,  upon  the  per- 
son of  one  Elsie  Weichert,  who  was  then  under  fourteen  years^ 
of  age  and  was  adjudged  a  feeble-minded  person  before  the 
trial.  The  conviction  was  based  upon  the  uncorroborated 
testimony  of  the  prosecuting  witness  alone,  and  her  story  was 
intrinsically  improbable  and  almost  incredible.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  conviction  cannot  be  sustained.  The  rule 
in  such  cases  is  that  "where  the  evidence  of  the  prosecuting 
witness  bears  upon  its  face  evidence  of  unreliability,  to  sus- 
tain a  conviction  there  should  be  corroboration  by  other  evi- 
dence as  to  the  principal  facts  relied  on  to  constitute  the 
crime."  O'Boyle  v.  Stoic,  100  Wis.  296,  75  K  W.  989; 
Hofer  V.  State,  130  Wis.  576,  110  N.  W.  391.  Especially 
must  this  rule  be  held  applicable  in  a  case  where  the  prosecut- 
ing witness  is  a  person  of  feeble  mind. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  triaL 
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Ix  fiB  Carpentee:  Sanborw,  Appellant,  vs.  Cabpenteb, 

Respondent. 

Octoher  S—November  12^  1909. 

Incompetent  persons:  Guardians:  Refusal  to  appoint:  Who  may  ap- 
peal: "Person  aggrieved." 

1.  Under  sec.  3976,  Stats.  (1898),  any  relative  or  frlead  of  a  perBon 

aJleged  to  be  mentally  incompetent  may  institute  a  proceeding 
in  the  county  court  for  appointment  of  a  guardian,  but  under 
sec.  4031,  besides  certain  specified  official  persons^  only  a  "per- 
son aggrieved"  by  the  determination  of  the  court  can  appeal 
therefrom. 

2.  No  person  is  "aggrieved."  within  the  meaning  of  said  sec  4031, 

unless  the  determination  affects  adversely  hia  legal   rights; 
mere  affront  to  desire  or  sentimental  interest  being  insufficient 

3.  Next  of  kin  or  heirs  apparent  have  no  legal  rights  or  interest  in 

the  property  of  a  living  relative. 
•4.  Refusal  to  appoint,  upon  the  petition  of  nonresident  adult  sister, 
a  guardian  for  an  alleged  incompetent*  adult  residing  in  this 
state,  did  not  affect  any  legal  rights  of  the  petitioner,  she  having 
no  legal  right  to  control  the  custody  or  conduct  of  the  alleged 
incompetent,  no  legal  right  to  support  from,  or  legal  duty  of 
care  or  support  to,  the  latter,  and  no  legal  rights  in  or  to  the 
property  of  the  latter. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Milwau- 
kee county :  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Circuit  Judge.    Appeal  dismissed. 

The  aj)pellant,  Eliza  E.  Sanborn,  a  nonresident  of  this 
state,  but  a  sister  of  the  allied  incompetent,  who  together 
with  another  sister  and  a  brother  are  the  next  of  kin,  applied 
to  the  county  court  for  the  appointment  of  a  guardian  to  con- 
serve the  property  of  Sarah  A.  Carpenter,  alleging  her  incom- 
petence. The  county  court  decided  in  favor  of  the  applica* 
tion,  which  decision,  on  appeal  to  the  circuit  court,  was  re- 
versed and  cause  remanded,  whereupon  tlie  county  court  en- 
tered its  order  denying  the  petition,  from  which  order  this 
appellant  appealed  to  the  circuit  court,  where,  no  evidence 
being  offered  in  support  of  the  petition,  judgment  was  entered 
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affirming  the  order  of  the  county  court,  from  which  judgment 
said  petitioner  appeals.  Sarah  A,  Carpenter  moves  to  dis- 
miss the  appeal  on  the  ground  that  Eliza  E.  Sanborn  has  no 
interest  and  is  not  aggrieved  and  is  therefore  incompetent  to 
bring  the  appeal. 

For  the  respondent^  in  support  of  the  motion,  there  was  a 
brief  by  John  H,  PoaiIj  attorney,  and  Miller,  Mack  &  Fair- 
child,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Paul  and  Mr, 
Geo.  P.  Miller. 

For  the  appellant,  conira,  there  was  a  brief  by  Quarles, 
Spence  &  Quarles,  attorneys,  and  J.  Y.  Quarles,  Jr,,  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  J.  V.  Quarles,  Jr, 

Dodge,  J.  The  proceeding  authorized  by  our  statutes 
(sec.  3976  et  seq..  Stats.  1898)  for  the  appointment  of  guard- 
ians for  incompetent  persons  involves  a  most  violent  inter- 
ference with  the  most  sacred  rights  of  property  and  civil  lib- 
erty, unless,  indeed,  there  does  exist  the  full  degree  of  incom- 
petency specified  by  the  statute.  Unless  that  exists,  and 
therefore  in  the  question  whether  it  exists,  the  alleged  in- 
competent of  course  has  the  most  obvious  interest  adversary 
to  the  proceedings.  When,  however,  incompetency  does  exist, 
and  is  or  threatens  to  be  effective  in  the  dissipation  of  prop- 
erty and  impoverishment  of  the  subject,  doubtless  the  wel- 
fare of  both  the  incompetent  person  and  of  the  community 
at  large  is  involved  in  favor  of  affirmative  action.  It  is  in 
line  with  such  considerations  that  the  statute  vests  in  the 
county  court  authority  to  proceed  to  investigate  upon  the  sub- 
ject being  brought  to  its  notice  by  even  a  relative  or  a  friend 
of  the  alleged  incompetent,  irrespective  of  any  pecuniary 
or  other  legal  interest  which  such  petitioner  may  have  in 
the  matter.  It  does  not  follow  from  this,  however,  that  the 
legislature  has  deemed  it  essential  to  the  protection  of  either 
the  incompetent  person  or  the  public  that  the  determination 
reached  by  the  county  court,  a  court  of  great  dignity  and  or- 
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ganized  to  be  intrusted  with  most  important  jurisdiction  and 
responsibility,  shall  be  subject  to  appeal  by  persons  having 
no  l^al  interest  to  justify  their  further  interference.  Nim- 
Uet  V.  Chaffee,  24  Vt.  628 ;  StudabaJcer  v.  Marhley,  7  Ind. 
App.  368,  34  N.  E.  606 ;  In  re  Guardianship  of  McLaughlin, 
101  Wis.  672,  78  N.  W.  144;  In  re  Guardianship  of  Welch, 
108  Wis.  387,  84  K  W.  550.  The  legislature  may  well  have 
believed  that  the  county  courts  were  competent  tribunals  to 
which,  so  far  as  the  public  welfare  was  concerned,  those  ques- 
tions might  finally  be  submitted,  and  that  they  did  so  view  it 
is  not  antagonized  by  the  fact  that  appeals  lie  in  all  cases  from 
decisions  of  the  county  courts,  in  favor  of  individuals  whose 
legal  rights  are  claimed  to  be  invaded  by  such  decisions.  The 
statutes  themselves  are  significant  of  a  marked  distinction  as 
to  the  conditions  and  persons  that  may  originally  arouse  the 
d\ity  of  the  county  court  to  inquire  into  competency  and  those 
which  may  justify  attack  on  its  decisions  and  thereby  greatly 
enhance  and  aggravate  the  injury  to  the  subject  of  the  charge 
by  multiplication  of  litigation  and  expense. 

While  sec.  3976,  Stats.  (1898),  permits  any  relative  or 
mere  friend  to  awaken  the  activities  of  the  county  court  in 
the  first  instance,  the  right  to  appeal  is  limited  to  certain 
specified  official  persons  and  to  "any  person  aggrieved"  by 
the  determination  which  that  court  may  make.  Sec.  4031, 
Stats.  (1898).  This  phrase  of  the  statute  has  from  the  earli- 
est days  been  construed  to  the  effect  that  no  one  can  b©  ag- 
grieved, in  the  sense  of  the  statute,  unless  the  determination 
affects  adversely  his  l^al  rights ;  that  mere  affront  to  desire 
or  sentimental  interest  is  insufiicient.  Strong  v.  Winslow, 
3  Pin.  27;  Marx  v.  Rowlands,  59  Wis.  110,  17  N.  W.  687; 
In  re  Guardianship  of  McLaughlin,  101  Wis.  672,  78  N.  W. 
144 ;  Estate  of  Cole  v.  Beurhaus,  102  Wis.  1,  78  N.  W.  402. 

Obviously  no  personal  rights  of  appellant  are  involved,  for 
an  adult  nonresident  sister  has  no  legal  right  to  control  the 
custody  or  conduct  of  another  adult  sister  residing  here^  nor 
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any  right  to  support  from,  or  legal  duty  of  care  or  support 
to,  the  latter.  It  is  equally  obvious  that  no  legal  rights  of 
appellant  in  or  to  property  are  affected.  Even  a  next  of  kin 
or  heir  apparent  has  no  right  or  legal  interest  in  the  property 
of  a  living  relative.  Nemo  est  hceres  viventis.  Broom,  Leg. 
Max.  (7th  Am.  ed.)  522.  By  reason  of  the  absolute  right  of 
disposal  of  property  by  the  owner,  any  expectancy  or  chance 
of  inheritance  is  too  conjectural  and  remote  to  be  recognized 
as  a  legal  right.  In  re  Guardianship  of  McLaughlin,  supra; 
Hamilton  v.  Probate  Court,  9  R.  I.  204;  Nimblet  v.  Chaffee, 
supra.  So  that  the  appellant  is  not  a  party  aggrieved  as  the 
term  in  sec  4031  is  ordinarily  construed. 

No  analogy  exists,  as  claimed,  between  the  mere  petitioner 
in  guardianship  proceedings  and  an  administrator  or  execu- 
tor who,  aa  suggested  by  appellant,  may  appeal  from  order  of 
the  county  court  although  without  private  interest  in  an  es- 
tate. McKenney  v.  Mindhan,  119  Wis.  651,  97  N.  W.  489; 
In  re  Paulson's  Will,  127  Wis.  612,  107  K  W.  484.  The 
right,  of  administrators  and  certain  other  officers  to  appeal 
is  expressly  conferred  upon  them  by  statute  ex  officio  (sec. 
4031,  Stats.  1898),  and  is  not  expressly  conferred  on  a  mere 
petitioner. 

It  is,  however,  argued  .by  appellant  that  a  more  liberal  in- 
terpretation should  be  given  to  the  word  "aggrieved"  in  guard- 
ianship proceedings  by  reason  of  their  peculiar  character  and 
purposes  and  the  probability  at  least  of  the  incapacity  of  the* 
object  of  them  to  care  for  his  own  interests ;  and  it  is  urged 
that  the  word  should  be  extended  to  those  upon  whom  will  be 
cast  the  legal  duty  to  support  the  alleged  incompetent  in  case 
of  the  dissipation  of  his  property,  or  to  those  who,  being  di- 
rectly and  l^ally  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  will  be 
deprived  of  their  legal  right  to  such  support,  and  also,  which 
is  alone  material  to  the  present  appeal,  that  it  should  bo  ex- 
pended to  next  of  kin  or  heirs  apparent  who,  in  the  absence 
•of  other  disposition,  woiild  inherit  in  case  of  the  death  of 
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the  alleged  incompetent  person.  This  general  contention 
was  in  part  favorably  considered  in  Merrill  v.  Merrill,  134 
Wis.  395,  114  N.  W.  784,  where  it  was  held  that  a  son,  resi- 
dent in  this  state,  and  charged  by  law  with  the  duty  of  sup- 
porting his  father  in  case  the  latter  became  indigent,  had 
such  direct  interest  in  conserving  his  father's  estate  that  he 
might  appeal  from  an  order  refusing  appointment  of  guard- 
ian. The  case  went  no  further,  and  repudiated  any  decision 
upon  the  point  material  to  this  case.  The  distinction  in  the 
case  of  a  mere  next  of  kin  or  heir  apparent  is  that  the  burden 
of  support  cast  on  a  son  is  an  injury  to  a  right  presently  ex- 
isting in  the  person  seeking  to  protect  it,  while,  as  already 
pointed  out^  the  mere  heir  apparent  has  no  present  legal  right 
whatsoever,  but  a  mere  conjectural  expectancy. 

True,  several  cases  are  cited  by  appellant  where  the  courts 
of  other  states  have  held  in  favor  of  the  right  of  such  an  heir 
to  appeal  in  guardianship  proceedings.  Tiemey  v.  Tiemey, 
81  Neb.  193,  115  N.  W.  764;  In  re  Olson,  10  S.  Dak.  648, 
75  N.  W.  203 ;  Boyntori  v.  Dyer,  18  Pick.  1 ;  Lawless  v.  Rea- 
gan, 128  Mass.  592 ;  Briard  v.  Ooodalc,  86  Me.  100,  29  Atl. 
946.  In  each  of  these  cases,  however,  a  careful  examination 
will  disclose  that  the  right  to  appeal  is  predicated  upon  some 
special  and  peculiar  statutory  provision,  either  expressly  or- 
impliedly  declaring  a  legislative  purpose  that  such  heir  ap- 
parent or  other  relative  be  deemed  to  have  a  legal  interest 
in  the  proceedings.  See  Penniman  r.  French,  2  Mass.  140. 
Apart  from  such  cases  there  are  of  course  others  to  the  effect 
that  relatives  or  friends  may  be  allowed  to  act  as  next  friend, 
or,  as  In  this  state,  as  guardian  ad  litem,  to  bring  appeal  in 
the  interest  of  the  alleged  incompetent  person.  We  have  not 
had  called  to  our  attention  or  foimd  any  direct  authority  that, 
in  the  absence  of  other  statutory  direction,  a  mere  heir  ap- 
parent or  next  of  kin  can  be  deemed  to  be  aggrieved  for  the 
purposes  of  an  appeal  in  such  proceedings.  The  contrary  is 
held  in  many  jurisdictions.  State  ex  rel.  Amy  v.  BaziUe,  81 
Minn.  370,  84  N.  W.  120;  Siudabaher  v.  Markley,  7  Ind. 
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App.  368,  34  K  E.  606;  Hamilton  t?.  Prolate  Court,  9  R.  T. 
204;  Nimblet  v.  Chaffee,  24  Vi  628. 

For  reasons  hereinbefore  stated,  and  amplified  in  the  de- 
cisions cited,  we  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  legisla- 
ture did  not  intend,  and  it  would  not  be  promotive  of  public 
policy,  to  extend  the  right  of  appeal  and  the  ordinarily  well- 
recognized  limitation  of  the  term  "aggrieved"  in  appeal  stat- 
utes further  than  was  declared  in  Merrill  v.  Merrill,  supra. 

"We  flierefore  hold  that  the  appellant  here  is  shown  to  have 
suffered  no  injury  to  her  legal  rights  and  is  not  aggrieved  by 
the  judgment  appealed  from,  and  therefore  has  no  right  by 
our  statute  to  appeaL 

By  the  Court. — ^Appeal  dismissed. 

Iif  SB  Cabpxnteb:  Qaoxbohtx,  Appellant,  vs.  CASPSirnEB,  Respondent 

October  S— November  12,  1909. 

Appeai.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  lifilwankee  county: 
J.  C.  LuDWio,  Circuit  Judge.    Appeal  dismissed. 

This  appeal  Is  in  the  same  matter  as  In  re  Carpenter,  ante,  p.  572, 
123  N.  W.  144:  presents  first  an  appointment  of  a  special  guardian 
hy  the  county  court  before  hearing  on  the  application  for  a  general 
guardian.  Subsequently,  upon  finally  denying  the  petition  for  gen- 
eral guardian  In  compliance  with  the  mandate  of  the  circuit  court, 
the  county  court  entered  order  canceling  and  setting  aside  Its  former 
order  appointing  a  special  guardian.  From  that  order  the  petitioner 
appealed  to  the  circuit  court,  wh^re,  on  May  14,  1909,  judgment  was 
entered  afllrmlng  said  order  of  the  county  court,  from  which  judg- 
ment said  petitioner  appeals.  Sarah  A.  Carpenter,  the  respondent, 
moves  to  dismiss  said  appeal  for  the  same  reason  stated  In  In  re 
Carpenter,  ante,  p.  572,  and  other  reasons. 

For  the  respondent.  In  support  of  the  motion,  there  was  a  brief  by 
John  H,  Paul,  attorney,  and  Miller,  Mack  d  Fairchild,  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Paul  and  Mr.  Geo.  P.  Miller. 

J,  V.  Quarles,  Jr.,  of  counsel,  contra. 

Feb  Cubiam.  The  same  reasons  which  necessitate  the  dismissal 
of  the  appeal  In  In  re  Carpenter,  ante,  p.  572,  123  N.  W.  144,  set 
forth  In  the  opinion  presently  filed  therein,  equally  necessitate  simi- 
lar action  in  this  case. 

The  appeal  Is  dismissed. 

Vol.  140  —  37 
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SoHEUNEBT,  Respondent,  vs;  Albebs  and  others,  imp.,  Ap- 
pellants. 

Octol>er  8 — November  12,  1909. 

Oanspiracj^:  Instituting  inqnir^f  as  to  sanity:  Justification:  Court  and 

jury. 

In  an  action  for  daroages  for  a  malicious  conspiracy  to  cause 
plaintiff's  commitment  to  an  asylum  for  the  insane,  the  evi- 
dence is  held,  as  a  matter  of  law»  to  show  that  defendants  were 
Justified  in  instituting  the  judicial  inquiry  as  to  plaintiffs  san* 
ity,  it  appearing  that  they  acted  in  good  faith  ujpon  informa- 
tion which  came  to  them  from  sources  entitling  it  to  credit  and 
which  was  of  such  nature  as  to  justify  a  belief  in  the  minds  of 
men  of  reasonable  intelligence  and  prudence  that  plaintiff  was 
mentally  deranged. 

Appkat,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ozaukee 
county :  W.  J.  Turner,  Judge.     Reversed. 

An  action  for  damages  wherein  plaintiff  alleges  he  was  in- 
jured by  the  defendants  maliciously  conspiring  together  to 
bring  about  his  illegal  commitment  to  an  asylum  for  the  in- 
sane for  the  wrongful  purpose  of  preventing  publication  of 
the  fact  that  adulterous  relations  existed  between  plaintiff's 
wife  and  the  defendant  Henry  A,  Albers.     The  court  dis- 
missed the  action  as  to  the  defendant  Herman  Heuer.     The 
jury  foimd  that  the  defendant  Theodore  Hollnagel  acted  in 
good  faith  and  without  malice,  and  no  judgment  was  awarded 
against  him.     Judgment  was  awarded  against  the  other  de- 
fendants for  the  damages  found  by  the  jury,  amounting,  with 
the  costs,  to  $578.83.     The  defendants  made  various  motions 
"  which  raised  the  question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  to 
sustain  the  findings  of  the  jury,  the  correctness  of  the  instruc- 
tions given,  and  other  alleged  errors.    This  is  an  appeal  from 
the  judgment. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Joseph  B.  Doe  and 
William  F.  Schanen,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Doe. 
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For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Boden  &  Beuscher, 
and  oral  argument  by  F.  X.  Boden. 

SiEBECKEB,  J.  It  appears  that  on  July  15^  1907,  the  de- 
fendants Theodore  Hollnagel,  John  E.  Mueller,  and  Chas,  A. 
Maas  presented  a  petition  to  the  county  judge  of  Ozaukee 
county  for  a  judicial  inquiry  as  to  plaintiff's  mental  condi- 
tion and  for  an  order  committing  him  to  an  insane  asylum  if 
he  should  be  found  to  be  insana  Thereupon  the  county  court 
appointed  Drs.  William  P.  McGovem  and  George  F.  Savage, 
residing  in  said  county,  to  make  an  examination  of  and  in- 
quiry into  the  mental  condition  of  the  plaintiff  and  to  make 
report  thereof  to  the  court.  On  July  16,  1907,  these  doctors 
made  a  report  on  the  inquiry,  and  among  others  they  re- 
sponded to  questions  as  follows: 

"In  your  opinion  is  the  patient  insane?  A,  Not  at  pres- 
ent, but  with  present  surroundings  he  may  be/'  "Is  this  the 
first  attack?  If  not,  when  did  others  occur,  and  what  was 
their  duration  ?  A.  No ;  two  years  ago  had  an  attack  of  nerv- 
ousness." "What  was  the  cause  of  this  attack  ?  A.  Pleurisy 
and  bad  health."  "Is  the  disease  increasing  or  stationary  ? 
A.  Increasing."  "Are  there  rational  intervals  ?  A.  Yes." 
"On  what  subject  or  in  what  way  is  derangement  now  mani- 
fested? State  fully.  Are  there  any  permanent  hallucina- 
tions or  delusions?  A.  Continual  strife  with  neighbor.  No; 
nervous  condition."  "Has  the  patient  shown  any  disposition 
to  injure  others?  If  so,  was  it  from  sudden  passion  or 
premeditation?  A.  Yes;  premeditated  when  tormented." 
"Should  the  person  be  placed  in  temporary  detention  quar- 
ters, or  be  sent  to  an  insane  hospital  or  asylum  for  treatment? 
A.  Sent  to  sanitarium  for  treatment." 

The  other  inquiries  answered  have  only  a  slight  bearing,  if 
any,  on  the  existence  of  any  fact  or  condition  tending  to  show 
that  plaintiff  was  insane. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  testimony  the  court  found  that 
there  was  no  evidence  that  the  defendant  Henry  A.  Albers 
had  sustained  adulterous  relations  with  the  plaintiff's  wife 
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aad  this  issue  was  withdrawTi  from  the  jury.  It  appeared, 
hoAvever,  that  the  plaintiff  for  some  time  prior  to  the  insti- 
tution of  the  limacy  proceedings,  when  he  published  it,  had 
secretly  fostered  the  belief  that  such  adulterous  relations  had 
existed  for  about  twelve  years;  that  he  accused  his  wife  of 
infidelity,  spoke  to  her  father,  Mr.  Heuer,  about  it,  and  to 
various  persons  at  different  saloons  and  to  others  on  other 
occasions,  and  that  he  manifested  ill  will  and  a  desire  to  do 
personal  violence  to  Dr.  Alhers,  being  restrained  therefrom 
through  fear  of  the  l^al  penalties  consequent  upon  such  ac- 
tion. It  also  appears  that  Dr.  Alters  advised  with  an  attor- 
ney as  to  the  proper  and  legal  course  to  pursue  under  the  cir- 
cumstances; that  his  attorney  instituted  inquiries,  and  was 
credibly  informed  of  plaintiff's  attempt  to  secure  evidence 
of  secret  visits  by  Dr.  Alters  to  his  home  in  his  absence,  and 
that,  relying  in  part  on  the  fact  that  he  had  observed  a  re- 
semblance in  one  child's  feet  to  those  of  the  doctor,  he  had 
asserted  that  Dr.  Alters  was  the  father  of  his  two  oldest  chil- 
dren. 

The  plaintiff  testified  that  until  1901  he  had  employed  the 
doctor  as  his  family  physician  to  treat  all  of  the  family,  that 
the  doctor  had  attended  his  wife  at  childbirth,  and  that  he 
had  taken  special  precautions  lest  the  medicines  prescribed  by 
the  doctor  for  him  should  have  a  poisonous  effect  upon  him. 
It  also  appears  that  the  defendants  had  all  been  informed  of 
these  facts,  and  that  plaintiff  had  manifested  an  ungovern- 
able temper,  had  a  disposition  toward  secret  anger,  inducing 
him  to  violence,  and  that  in  view  of  his  general  demeanor  his 
relatives  and  others  informed  thereof  were  apprehenap^e  of 
actual  harm.  These  mental  states  of  the  plaintiff  and  others 
of  like  nature  were  known  to  the  defendanta 

It  appears  that  these  facts  were  ma*de  known  to  Dr.  Mc- 
Govem  by  Dr.  Alters's  attorney,  and  that  the  doctor  eoc- 
pressed  his  belief  that  the  plaintiff  was  mentally  deranged 
and  that  safety  required  that  his  mental  condition  be  oflSciaDy 
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ascertained  to  determine  whether  or  not  he  ought  to  be  com- 
mitted to  an  asylum  and  receive  treatment  The  defendants 
were  informed  of  Dr.  McGovem's  opinion  in  the  matter.  It 
is  imdisputed  that  the  district  attorney,  the  town  chairman, 
and  the  county  judge  were  all  consulted,  and  that  upon  these 
facts  they  advised  an  inquiry  into  plaintiff's  mental  condi- 
tion, and  that  the  defendants  were  informed  thereof  before 
instituting  the  proceedings.  The  evidence  sustains  and  cor- 
roborates these  facts  in  the  case.  The  record  is  barren  of  any 
evidence  showing  that  the  defendants  acted  without  consider- 
ing all  these  facts.  It  clearly  tends  to  show  that  the  defend- 
ants believed  that  they  were  true,  and  relying  thereon  insti- 
tuted the  proceedings  to  examine  into  plaintiff's  sanity.  Upon 
the  whole  evidence  the  inquiry  is  whether  or  not  the  defend- 
ants acted  in  good  faith.  Were  the  facts  and  circumstances 
of  which  the  defendants  were  informed  such  as  to  justify  the 
belief  in  the  mind  of  a  person  of  reasonable  intelligence  and 
prudence  that  the  plaintiff  was  mentally  afflicted?  If  the 
facts  known  to  the  defendants  were  received  by  them  from 
sources  entitling  them  to  credit,  and  were  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  justify  them  as  reasonably  intelligent  and  prudent  men 
in  taking  the  steps  they  did  to  institute  the  inquiry  as  to 
plaintiff's  mental  condition,  then  they  acted  upon  probable 
cause  and  were  justified  in  taking  steps  to  have  his  mental 
condition  ascertained  to  determine  whether  or  not  he  was 
insane. 

In  searching  the  evidence  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the 
defendants  had  probable  cause  to  institute  the  proceeding, 
and  whether  or  not  they  acted  from  an  honest  motive  in  the 
matter,  the  fact  that  the  court  found  that  the  evidence  fails 
to  show  that  the  defendant  Albers  sustained  adulterous  rela- 
tions with  the  plaintiff's  wife  has  great  weight.  Treating 
this  as  a  verity  in  the  case,  as  we  must  upon  the  record,  it 
lends  substantial  support  to  defendants'  claim  that  the  plaint- 
iff displayed  a  state  of  mind  indicating  insanity.     This  fact 
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of  itself  places  plaintiff  in  the  position  of  charging  his  wife 
with  adultery  without  foundation,  and  of  persisting  in  the 
charge  in  a  manner  and  to  an  extent  which  might  well  lead 
to  suspicion  of  his  mental  soundness.  The  case,  however, 
docs  not  rest  here.  The  defendants  were  also  informed  of 
plaintiff's  singular  and  threatening  conduct  toward  his  wife 
and  Dr.  Alters.  It  appears  that  they  submitted  the  facts  and 
circumstances  within  their  knowledge  to  a  physician,  an  at- 
torney, and  the  county  judge,  and  received  their  confirmatory 
opinions  that  the  plaintiff  ought  to  be  examined  as  to  his 
sanity.  Furthermore,  the  physicians  appointed  to  examine 
the  plaintiff  as  to  his  sanity  reported  to  the  effect  that  the 
plaintiff  displayed  a  mental  condition  which  evinced  extreme 
nervousness  which  required  treatment  and  might  lead  to  in- 
sanity. This  presents  an  array  of  persuasive  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances which  would  justify  a  person  of  reasonable  in- 
telligence and  prudence  in  instituting  an  inquiry  into  plaint- 
iff's sanity.  The  evidence  of  the  case  is  without  a  basis  for 
an  inference  that  defendants  acted  without  probable  cause  in 
procuring  an  inquest  of  plaintiff's  mental  condition.  It  is 
clearly  insufficient  to  support  the  claim  that  the  inquest  was 
instituted  for  the  malicious  purpose  of  preventing  plaintiff 
from  testifying  against  Dr.  Albers  as  to  the  allied  adultery. 
All  the  facts  and  circumstances  harmonize  in  showing  that 
the  defendants  acted  on  the  belief  that  the  plaintiff  was  men- 
tally so  afflicted  as  to  require  an  examination  as  to  his  sanity^ 
and  that  they  instituted  the  inquest  to  have  it  judicially  de- 
termined in  good  faith. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  court  erred  in  refusing  to 
grant  defendants'  motion  for  direction  of  a  verdict  in  their 
favor,  and  in  refusing  to  direct  the  jury  to  answer  the  tenth 
question  of  the  special  vQrdict — ^whether  the  defendants  had 
probable  cause  to  believe  that  plaintiff  ought  to  be  examined 
as  to  his  sanity — in  the  affirmative,  and  in  not  awarding  the 
defendants  judgment  in  the  case. 
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By  the  Court — Judgment  reversed,  and  the  cause  re- 
manded to  the  trial  court  to  change  the  answer  to  the  tenth 
question  in  the  special  verdict  from  "No"  to  ^Tes,"  and  on 
the  verdict  as  so  corrected  to  award  judgment  in  defendants' 
favor  and  against  the  plaintiff  for  the  costs  of  the  action. 


Estate  of  Feeouson  :  Joyce,  Appellant,  vs.  Eusseli.,  Ee- 

spondent. 

October  2Q— '"November  It,  1909» 

(1)  Appeal:  Review:  Findings  of  fact.    (2-5)  Pension  moneys:  Ex- 
emption: Conversion  into  other  property. 

1.  Findings  of  fact  which  are  not  against  the  clear  preponderance 

of  the  evidence  are  to  he  regarded  as  verities  on  appeal. 

2.  Under  sec.  4747,  R.  S.  of  U.  S.,  as  construed  by  the  federal  su- 

preme court,  pension  money  is  only  exempt  from  claims  of  a 
pensioner's  creditor  while  it  is  "due,  or  to  become  due,  to  any 
pensioner." 

3.  By  such  construction  the  words  of  the  statute,  "shall   inure 

wholly  to  the  benefit  of  such  pensioner,"  relate  to  the  words 
"due,  or  to  become  due,"  and  have  no  force  after  the  public  ob- 
ligation has  been  discharged  by  delivery  of  the  money  to  the 
pensioner  or  his  agent. 

4.  Whether  Folschow  v.  Werner,  51  Wis.  85,  holding  to  the  contrary 

of  the  federal  construction,  should  be  adhered  to,  this  court 
may  properly  decline  to  state,  further  than  is  necessary  to  facts 
as  presented,  requiring  a  decision. 

5.  Notwithstanding  Folschow  v,  Werner,  pension  money,  under  the 

federal  statute,  is  not  exempt  from  claims  of  creditors  of  the 
pensioner  after  the  money  has  been  paid  to  him  and  converted 
into  other  property. 

[Syllabus  by  Mabshaix,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wauke- 
sha county:  Martin  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Proceedings,  commenced  in  county  court,  to  have  certain 
premises  declared  a  homestead  under  the  statute  regarding 
descent  of  real  property,  were  removed  hy  appeal  from  the 
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final  order  denying  the  petition  to  the  circuit  court  for  Wau- 
kesha county,  and  were  closed  by  judgment  affirming  such 
order.  The  determination  was  based  on  these  conclusions  of 
fact :  Appellant,  an  adult,  is  the  sole  heir  at  law  of  Catherine 
Ferguson,  deceased.  She  resided  in  Missouri  when  said  Fer- 
guson died.  Eespondent  is  a  general  creditor  of  the  deceased. 
The  latter,  when  she  died,  was  an  inhabitant  of  Wisconsin. 
She  did  not  leave  a  husband  or  any  heir  except  appellant. 
There  is  no  property  available  for  payment  of  respondent's 
claim  except  that  in  question.  The  deceased  became  owner 
of  the  property  about  August,  1898.  It  consists  of  less  than 
one-half  acre  of  land,  is  situated  within  the  corporate  limits 
of  Waukesha,  and  was  not  worth  at  the  time  Mrs.  Ferguson 
died  to  exceed  $900.  At  the  time  of  acquiring  the  real  estate, 
the  deceased  was  about  seventy-three  years  of  age.  She  had, 
for  twenty  to  thirty  years,  been  a  widow  and,  customarily 
gone  out  to  service  for,  and  boarded  with,  numerous  persons. 
At  the  time  of  such  acquirement,  she  was  a  house  employee 
in  Pewaukee  and  so  continued  for  over  three  years.  In  the 
meantime  said  property  was  wholly  occupied  by  a  tenant 
After  such  period,  she  resided  with  her  tenant  on  the  prop- 
erty, as  an  ordinary  boarder,  for  some  over  a  year,  and  then 
boarded  in  another  but  nearby  place  till  she  died.  She  never 
resided  upon  the  real  estate,  except  as  aforesaid,  or  at  any 
time  expressed  an  intention  to  make  the  place  her  homestead. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  upon  the  brief 
of  D.  J.  Hemlock, 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Clasen  £  Walsh, 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  D.  Walsh. 

Mabshali*,  J.  The  facts  foimd  warrant  the  conclusion 
that  the  premises  in  question  never  became  the  homestead  of 
Catherine  Ferguson.  The  findings  are  sufficiently  Bupported 
by  competent  evidence  to  preclude  their  being  condemned,  in 
any  respect,  as  erroneous.    Therefore,  the  judgment  must  bo 
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aflBrraed,  unless  the  subject  yet  to  be  referred  to  is  of  control- 
ling significance!. 

The  point  is  made  that  the  court  erred  in  not  deciding  that 
the  property  was  exempt  from  creditor  claims  against  the 
estate  of  Catherine  Ferguson^  by  reason  of  the  same  having 
been  purchased  with  pension  money  which,  under  sec.  4747, 
R  S.  of  U.  S.  (U.  S.  Comp.  Stats.  1901,  p.  8279),  was  ex- 
empt, to  the  extent  indicated  in  the  language  of  the  statute, 
as  follows: 

"No  sum  of  money  due,  or  to  become  due,  to  any  pensioner 
shall  be  liable  to  attachment,  levy  or  seizure  by  or  under  any 
legal  or  equitable  process  whatever,  whether  the  same  remain 
with  the  pension  office,  or  any  officer  or  agent  thereof,  or  is  in 
course  of  transmission  to  the  pensioner  entitled  thereto,  but 
shall  inure  wholly  to  the  benefit  of  such  pensioner." 

These  proceedings  were  instituted,  solely,  to  settle  the  con- 
troversy as  to  whether  the  property  was  subject  to  the  law 
respecting  descent  of  homesteads.  That  appears  to  be  the 
sole  subject  of  the  decision  in  the  circuit  court.  For  that 
reason  the  question  of  whether  the  federal  statute  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  exemption  of  pension  money  could,  in  any  event, 
cut  any  figure  in  the  case,  might  properly  be  passed  without 
decision.  However,  since  such  question  will  probably  have 
to  be  decided  in  the  course  of  the  settlement  of  Mrs.  Fergu- 
son's estate,  and  has  been  argued  on  both  sides,  it  is  thought 
best  to  decide  the  same. 

Counsel  for  appellant  relies  on  Folschow  v.  Werner,  51 
Wis.  85,  7  N.  W.  911,  where  it  was  held,  under  the  federal 
statute,  that  pension  money  after  having  been  received  by  the 
pensioner,  so  long  as  the  same  can  be  identified  as  a  fund  in 
his  hands  for  his  use,  is  within  the  zone  of  exemption.  The 
case  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  hold  that  the  exemption  would  con- 
tinue as  to  property  purchased  with  the  pension  money,  as 
in  thid  case.  Whether  the  decision  could  be  justified  on  rea- 
son or  authority  limited,  even,  as  it  is,  by  the  facts  of  the 
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case,  is  involved  in  very  serious  doubt  as  the  following  will 
show: 

The  supreme  court  of  Iowa  is  the  only  court,  so  far  as  we 
can  discover,  which  is  in  harmony  with  Folschow  t?.  Werner, 
supra.  It  held  to  the  contrary  at  firat  Webb  v.  Holt,  57 
Iowa,  712,  11  K  W.  658;  Triplett  v.  Oraham,  58  Iowa,  135, 
12  N .  W.  143 ;  BaugK  v.  Barrett,  69  Iowa,  495,  29  N.  W. 
425 ;  Farmer  &  Sons  v.  Turner,  64  Iowa,  690,  21  K  W.  140; 
Foster  v.  Byrne,  76  Iowa,  295,  35  N.  W.  513,  41  K  W.  22. 
The  court  was  divided  on  the  subject  during  all  the  time  cov- 
ered by  the  decisions  referred  to.  After  the  last  of  such  de- 
cisions the  personnel  of  the  bench  was  changed,  the  two  dis- 
senting judges  remaining  and  two  of  the  majority  being 
succeeded  by  new  men.  In  the  changed  situation  the  ques- 
tion so  many  times  decided,  as  indicated,  was  raised  anew 
(Crow  V.  Brown,  81  Iowa,  344,  46  K  W.  993),  and  the 
previous  cases  were  all  overruled,  the  court  holding  that  pen- 
sion money  received  from  the  United  States  in  the  hands  of 
the  pensioner  and  property  owned  by  him  purchased  ther&- 
with,  as  well,  were  exempt  from  the  claims  of  creditors  under 
the  federal  statute.  The  dissenting  justices  in  their  first  dis- 
senting opinion  (57  Iowa,  712,  11  N.  W.  658),  relied  for 
authority  on  E  chert  v.  McKee,  9  Bush,  355;  Hay  ward  v. 
Clark,  50  Vt.  612;  and  Folschow  v.  Werner,  51  Wis.  85, 
7  N.  W.  911.  In  their  last  dissenting  opinion  (76  Iowa,  295, 
35  K  W.  513,  41  N.  W.  22),  which  was  referred  to  as  ex- 
pressing the  judgment  of  the  majority  in  Crow  v.  Brown,  the 
sole  authority  cited  was  Folschow  v.  Werner.  The  Iowa  court 
firmly  adhered  to  its  change  of  position  (Dean  v.  ClarJc,  81 
Iowa,  753,  46  K  W.  995 ;  Smith  <6  Co.  v.  Hill,  83  Iowa,  684 
49  N.  W.  1043 ;  Marquardt  &  Sons  v.  Mason,  87  Iowa,  136, 
54  K  W.  72;  Cook  v.  Allee,  119  Iowa,  226,  93  N.  W.  93), 
confessing,  however,  that  it  was  against  the  great  weight  of 
authority  (Smyth  v.  Hall,  126  Iowa,  627,  102  N.  W.  520). 
The  court  was  relieved  from  a  somewhat  embarrassing  situa- 
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tion  by  a  lej^islativo  onactmcnt,  following  the  judicial  con- 
Btruction  of  the  federal  statute  which  had  been  adopted,  thus 
effectually  supplementing  such  statute. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  decision  of  this  court,  for 
authority,  referred  to  E chert  v.  McKee,  relied  on  by  the  Iowa 
court.  That  case  was  overruled  in  1875,  six  years  before 
Folschow  V.  Werner  was  decided.  See  reference  to  Wayne  v. 
Chester  in  Robion  v.  Walker,  82  Ky.  60.  The  opinion  in 
Wayne  v.  Chester  does  not  appear  to  have  been  published. 
The  first  published  opinion  of  the  Kentucky  court,  overruling 
EcJcert  v.  McKee,  is  in  Robion  v.  Walker,  in  which  Webb  v. 
Holt,  57  Iowa,  712,  11  N.  W.  658,  subsequently  overruled  in 
that  state,  as  we  have  seen,  was  followed.  The  Kentucky 
court  has  adhered  to  its  position,  taken  in  1875  as  indicated,, 
in  many  decisions  reaching  down  to  date.  Johnson  v.  Elkins, 
90  Ky.  163,  13  S.  W.  448 ;  CuHis  v.  Helton,  109  Ky.  493, 
59  S.  W.  745 ;  Sanders  v.  Herndon,  122  Ky.  760,  93  S.  W.  14. 

The  Vermont  case  relied  upon,  with  the  early  Kentucky 
case,  overruled  as  we  have  seen,  and  the  case  in  this  court 
based  on  such  overruled  decision,  was  decided  in  1878,  and 
long  before  the  federal  court  had  construed  the  federal  stat- 
ute. The  Vermont  court  did  not  refer  to  any  authority.  The 
decision  was  not  thereafter  followed.  All  said  in  it,  regard- 
ing the  subject  under  discussion,  was  declared  to  be  obiter  in 
Martin  v.  Hurlburt,  60  Vt.  364,  14  Atl.  649,  and,  so  far  as 
it  could  be  regar(led,  in  any  sense,  as  a  construction  of  th& 
federal  statute,  was  overruled.  It  was  likewise  overruled  in 
Bullard  v.  Goodno,  73  Vt.  88,  50  Atl.  544. 

The  following  additional  cases  are  in  harmony  with  the 
later  Kentucky  and  Vermont  cases:  Rozelle  v.  Rhodes,  lid 
Pa.  St.  129,  134,  9  Atl.  160;  Friend  v.  Garcelon,  77  Me.  25, 
26;  Crane  v.  Linneus,  77  Me.  59,  61;  Cranz  v.  White,  27 
Kan.  319 ;  State  v.  Fairton  S.  F.  &  B.  Asso.  44  N.  J.  Law, 
376 ;  Faurote  v.  Carr,  108  Ind.  126,  9  N.  E.  350 ;  Spelman  v. 
Aldrich,  126  Mass.  113,  117 ;  Eissem  v.  Johnson,  27  W.  Va. 
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644,  662 ;  StocJcwell  v.  Nat.  Bank,  36  Him,  583 ;  Bull  v.  Case, 
41  App.  Div.  391,  58  N.  Y.  Supp.  774:;  Hathom  v.^Rohinson, 
96  Ma  33,  51  Atl.  236;  Mariin  v.  Martin,  187  HL  200,  68 
N.  E.  230;  Brown  v.  Balfour,  46  Minn.  ^^,  48  N.  W.  604; 
and  Recor  v.  Comm.  &  Sav.  Bank,  142  Mich.  479,  106  If. 
W.  82. 

In  many  of  the  cases  cited,  Folschow  v.  Werner  is  referred 
to  with  disfavor.  In  no  one  of  them,  so  far  as  we  can  dis- 
cover, did  the  court  have  the  benefit  of  a  construction  by  the 
federal  supreme  court.  Had  such  a  construction  existed  at 
the  time  of  FolscKow  v,  Werner  or  the  decisions  which  fol- 
lowed it  in  Iowa,  and  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  court, 
doubtless,  such  construction  would  have  been  followed.  The 
subject  seems  to  have  been  first  presented  to  the  federal  su- 
preme court  in  Mcintosh  v,  Aubrey,  185  TJ.  S.  122,  22  Sup. 
Ct  561,  where  Crow  v.  Brown,  81  Iowa,  344,  46  K  W.  993, 
and  Yates  Co.  Nat.  Bank  v.  Carpenter,  119  K*.  Y.  550,  23  X. 
E.  1108,  a  similar  case  (based  however  on  a  statute — People 
ex  rel  Jones  v.  Feilner,  167  N.  Y.  363,  81  N.  E.  1002),  were 
condemned.  Folschow  v.  Werner  does  not  seem  to  have  been 
cited  to  the  attention  of  the  court,  else,  doubtless,  it  would 
have  met  a  similar  fate.  The  decision  of  the  federal  court 
is  in  this  plain  language: 

"The  section  of  itself  seems  to  present  no  difficulty.  .  .  . 
We  think  the  purpose  of  Congress  is  clearly  expressed.  It 
is  not  that  pension  money  shall  be  exempt  from  attachment 
in  all  of  its  situations  and  transmutations.  It  is  only  to  be 
exempt  in  one  situation,  to  wit :  when  'due  or  to  become  due.' 
From  that  situation  the  pension  money,"  having  been  paid  to 
the  pensioner  and  converted  into  other  property,  "  •  •  .  had 
departed.'' 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  if  Folschow  v.  Wermr 
should  be  followed  at  all  it  should  not  bo  extended  to  cover 
the  facts  of  this  case,  which  are  substantially  identical  vith 
Mcintosh  V.  Aubrey,  supra. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 
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EsTATi!  OF  Bacon:  McMichael  and  another.  Appellants, 
YB.  Peterman  and  others,  Eespondents. 

Octol>er  26— November  i2,  1909. 

Wills:  Conatruction:  ^'Unmarried'*  persons:  Public  polioi^:  Vested 

future  interests, 

1.  A  win  bequeathed  money  in  trust  for  the  support  of  an  insane 

son  of  testatrix,  and  provided  that  after  his  death  the  residue 
thereof  be  divided  among  her  nieces  "who  may  be  unmarried  at 
that  date."  At  the  death  of  the  son  six  nieces  of  the  testatrix 
were  living,  four  of  whom  had  never  been  married  and  two  had 
been  married  since  before  the  date  of  the  will.  Held  that,  ap- 
plied to  such  situation,  there  could  be  no  ambiguity  In  the  word 
"unmarried." 

2.  Whether  such  bequest,  by  being  in  restraint  of  marriage  and  by 

offering  inducement  to  the  married  nieces  to  become  unmarried 
by  divorce  or  otherwise,  is  so  contrary  to  public  policy  as  to 
be  invalid,  not  determined.  The  married  nieces  not  being  shown 
to  be  next  of  kin  or  beneficially  interested  in  the  estate  are  not 
prejudiced  by  a  decision  of  the  circuit  court  holding  the  bequ^t 
valid. 
8.  It  cannot  be  considered  that  such  bequest  gave  a  vested  estate 
from  testatrix's  death  to  all  the  nieces  (including  those  then 
married)  as  a  class,  with  simply  a  condition  subsequent  divest- 
ing such  interest  in  the  event  of  marriage,  and  that  such  con- 
dition is  void  as  against  public  policy.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
will  the  married  nieces  were  never  members  of  any  such  class. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Waukesha 
county:  Maetin  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

Clara  M.  Bacon  made  a  will  whereby,  irUer  alia,  she  be- 
queathed to  trustees  certain  sums  of  money  to  be  invested  by 
them  and  applied,  both  income  and  necessary  portions  of  cap- 
ital, to  the  support  and  comfort  of  testatrix's  insane  son, 
H.  Noble  Campbell,  during  his  natural  life.  She  then  pro- 
vided by  the  twelfth  paragraph  that,  after  the  death  of  said 
son,  "I  desire  that  all  the  rest  and  residue  in  the  hands  of  the 
trustees  ...  be  divided,  share  and  share  alike,  to  my  nieces 
who  may  be  unmarried  at  that  date."     The  will  was  made 
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iind  testatrix  died  in  Jvlj,  1906,  and  the  son  died  May  29, 
1908.  The  appellants,  at  the  date  of  the  will  and  at  all  sub- 
sequent times,  Tvere  nieces  of  testatrix  and  married*  The  four 
respondents,  other  than  Estberg,  the  trustee,  are  nieces  of  tes- 
tatrix, and  up  to  the  present  time  have  not  married.  The 
•executors  of  the  will  presented  their  final  account,  which  was 
allowed,  and  a  final  order  distributing  the  estate,  and  inc  • 
"dentally  construing  the  will,  was  entered  in  the  county  court 
prior  to  the  death  of  the  son.  Appeal  from  that  order  was 
taken  to  the  circuit  court,  there  tried,  after  the  death  of  the 
son,  and  an  order  entered  construing  the  will  and  awarding 
the  residue  of  said  trust  fund  to  the  four  unmarried  nieces 
named  as  respondents.  From  that  judgment  this  appeal  is 
brought  by  the  two  married  nieces. 

V,  H,  Tichenor,  for  the  appellants. 

For  the  respondent  Mabel  Petevnian  there  was  a  brief  by 
Frame  <&  Blctckstone;  for  the  respondents  Margaret  Noble, 
Estlier  Noble,  and  Dorothy  Noble  there  was  a  brief  by 
T.  W.  Parhmson,  guardian  ad  litem;  and  the  cause  was  ar- 
gued orally  by  H.  J.  Frame  and  M,  A,  Jacobson, 

Dodge,  J.  It  is  diflScult  to  realize  that  there  is  any  am- 
biguity in  the  portion  of  this  will  under  discussion,  to  arouse 
a  duty  of  construction.  The  gift  is,  in  plain  language^  to 
such  of  testatrix's  nieces  as  at  the  death  of  the  son  shall  be 
unmarried.  At  that  date  the  four  respondents  were  nieces 
and  were  unmarried,  and  always  had  been,  while  the  two  ap- 
pellants, albeit  they  were  nieces,  were  not  unmarried  and 
had  not  been  in  a  state  of  celibacy  at  any  time  since  prior  to 
the  making  of  the  will.  Appellants  contend  that  ambiguity 
lurks  in  the  word  "unmarried,"  because  either  of  the  nieces 
who  were  married  at  the  date  of  will  or  of  the  testatrix's 
death  might,  before  the  death  of  the  first  beneficiary,  termi- 
nate that  marital  status  either  by  the  death  of  her  husband  or 
by  divorce,  and,  in  that  event,  would  have  become  uc  married. 
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a  view  that  receives  support  from  some  decided  cases,  among 
others  Moyer  v.  Koontz,  103  Wis.  22,  79  K  W.  60.  Any 
such  uncertainty  in  the  meaning  of  "unmarried,"  however, 
can  result  id  no  ambiguity  in  applying  the  words  of  the  will 
to  the  instant  situation,  for  no  once  married  niece  had  be- 
come unmarried  within  any  possible  meaning.  It  is  too 
clear  for  debate  that  respondents  are  the  persons  designed  by 
the  will  to  receive  this  bequest  and  that  appellants  are  not. 

The  next  contention  is  that  the  confinement  of  this  bequest 
to  such  nieces  as  should  be  unmarried  at  a  date  indefinitely 
subsequent  to  the  testatrix's  death  was  contrary  to  public 
policy  in  that  it  made  it  for  the  interest  of  each  niece  unmar- 
ried at  that  time  to  refrain  from  marriage  through  that  in- 
definite i)eriod,  and  also  that  it  ofiFered  a  temptation  to  each 
niece  who  at  that  time  was  married  to  return  to  a  state  of 
celibacy  by  divorce  or  other  elimination  of  her  spouse,  albeit 
such  temptation  has  not  proved  effective  in  the  present  in- 
stanca  Without  at  present  discussing  the  question  whether 
such  method  of  selection  of  her  beneficiaries  would  be  so  in 
contravention  of  public  policy  as  to  have  invalidating  effect, 
it  suffices  here  to  remark  that  these  appellants  have  no  inter- 
ests which  are  prejudiced  by  the  decision  of  the  circuit  court 
holding  the  bequest  valid.  They  are  not  shown  to  have  been 
the  next  of  kin  of  testatrix  or  in  any  wise  beneficially  inter- 
ested in  her  estate.  They  take  nothing  except  by  virtue  of 
this  bequest,  and  therefore  lose  nothing  by  refusal  to  hold  it 
void. 

Appellants  further  urge,  however,  that  the  bequest  may  be 
saved  by  considering  that  it  gives  a  vested  estate  from  the 
testatrix's  death  to  all  her  nieces  as  a  dass,  and  that  the  effect 
of  the  restriction  to  those  who  may  be  unmarried  at  a  subse- 
quent date  amounts  merely  to  a  condition  subsequent  serving, 
if  valid,  to  divest  such  interest  upon  the  event  of  marriage 
and,  therefore,  only  the  condition  antagonizes  public  policy 
and  is  void,  and  not  the  bequest     We  think,  however,  that 
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the  premise  of  this  argument  is  erroneOTia.  Future  interests 
are  said  to  be  vested  when  there  is  a  person  or  a  class  of  per- 
sons at  all  times  existent  to  whom  the  future  estate  would 
immediately  pass  if  the  precedent  estate  terminated  at  any 
moment^  although  that  class  may  change  from  time  to  time, 
individual  members  thereof  dropping  out,  as  by  death,  and 
other  members  coming  in,  as  by  birth.  Scott  v.  West,  63 
Wis.  529,  24  N.  W.  161,  25  N.  W.  18;  Webster  v.  Morris, 
66  Wia  366,  384,  28  N.  W.  353;  In  re  Moran's  WtU,  118 
Wis.  177,  189,  96  N.  W.  367;  Williams  v.  Williams,  135 
Wis.  60,  65,  115  K  W.  342.  Applying  that  test  to  the  pres- 
ent situation  it  is  obvious  that  the  appellants  were  never 
members  of  any  such  class,  for,  clearly,  they  could  not  at  any 
time  since  the  death  of  the  testatrix  have  received  her  bounty 
upon'  the  death  of  her  son  according  to  the  terms  of  the  will. 
If  this  future  estate  was  vested  in  a  class,  that  class  was 
made  up  at  all  times  of  the  respondents,  the  unmarried  nieces^ 
although  it  might  be  enlarged  by  the  birth  of  other  nieces,  or 
perhaps  by  the  termination  of  the  marital  status  of  either  of 
the  two  appellants,  and  any  one  of  res{>ondents  might  drop 
out  in  event  of  marriage  or  death.  Hence  it  is  still  apparent 
that  appellants  lose  nothing  by  the  order  appealed  from  and 
are  not  prejudiced  thereby. 

For  these  reasons,  without  considering  others,  the  judg- 
ment cannot  be  reversed. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  aflSrmed. 


12]  AUGUST  TERM,  1909.  593 

Roberts  y.  Waukesha  County,  140  Wis.  693. 

KoBSETS  and  others,  Executors,  Respondents,  vs.  Wauket 

SUA  County  and  others.  Appellants. 

October  26—yovemher  iB,  1909. 

Taxation:  ReassesBtnent  after  refund  on  void  tax  sale:  Misdescrip- 
tion of  land. 

The  power  of  the  county  board  under  sec  1186,  Stats.  (1898),  to 
direct  a  reassessment  of  the  taxes  justly  chargeable  upon  lands 
when  the  original  assessments  were  Invalid  because  of  irreg- 
ularities in  the  tax  proceedings,  embraces  all  cases  In  which, 
under  sec.  1184,  by  reason  of  the  invalidity  of  the  tax  sales 
or  certificates,  the  county  is  liable  to  refund  the  money  paid 
to  it,  including  a  case  where  the  land  was  mlsdescribed  in  the 
original  assessment  and  the  tax  certificate,  if  the  description 
was  sufilclent  to  enable  the  board  to  ascertain  what  land  was 
actually  attempted  to  be  assessed. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wauke- 
sha county:  "Martin  L.  Lueck,  Circuit  Judga     Reversed. 

The  original  plaintiff  died  after  bringing  the  action  and  it 
was  continued  in  the  name  of  the  present  plaintiffa  June 
17)  1892,  the  original  plaintiff  in  this  action  became  the 
owner  of  certain  real  estate  situated  in  the  S.  ^  of  section  3 
and  in  the  N".  W.  \  of  section  10,  town  8,  range  20  E.,  in  the 
village  of  Menomonee  Falls,  Waukesha  county,  Wisconsin. 
The  deed  conveying  the  property  is  recorded  in  volume  81  of 
Deeds,  pages  551-654  inclusive,  in  the  office  of  the  register 
of  deeds  for  Waukesha  county,  Wisconsin.  In  tlie  assess- 
ment roll  and  the  tax  roU  for  the  taxes  of  1895  the  lands  are 
described  as  follows :  "Owner,  R  W.  Koberts,  SW  pt  SE  i 
SW  \  and  pt  NW  \  as  per  description  in  deed,  VoL .  81, 
page  551,  sec.  3-10,  town  8,  range  20."  Instead  of  "as  per 
description  in  deed.  Vol.  81,  page  551,"  the  assessor  used 
"as  described  in  deed"  in  1896,  and  "as  per  description  in 
deed"  in  1897.  In  the  assessments  of  1898,  1899,  1900, 
1901,  and  1902  no  words  referring  to  the  deed  were  used  in 
the  description.  In  1899  and  thereafter  "SW  i"  was  also 
Vol.  140  —  38 
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omitted  from  the  description  as  previously  given,  and  in 
1900  and  thereafter  instead  of  "NW  J"  the  assessor  used 
"S  pt  NW  i" 

The  plaintiff  paid  no  taxes  upon  his  property  for  any  of 
the  years  enumerated  above.     At  the  tax  sales  for  the  sale 
of  lands  for  unpaid  taxes  for  the  various  years  enumerated, 
except  the  year  1902,  tax  certificates  were  issued  according 
to  the  descriptions  in  the  assessment  and  tax  rolls.     In  1002 
the  holder  of  the  tax  certificates  issued  in  1896,  1897,  and 
1898  on  the  sales  for  the  unpaid  taxes  for  1895.  1896,  and 
1897,  having  discovered  the  misdescription,  applied  to  tho 
county  board  for  a  refund  of  the  money  paid  for  the  tax  cer^ 
tificates.     The  county  board  on  December  2,  1903,  ordered 
the  refimd,  the  cancellation  of  the  tax  certificates,  and  that 
the  county  clerk  in  the  next  apportionment  of  county  taxes 
should  include  the  sums  refunded,  with  the  interest  allowed 
under  the  statutes,  aa  a  special  tax  to  be  collected  from  the 
land  which  should  have  paid  the  original  tax.     The  mis- 
description in  the  assessment  and  tax  rolls  for  the  taxes  of 
1902  was  discovered  too  late  for  the  correction  to  be  made 
in  the  assessment  for  that  vear,  but  the  lands  were  withheld 
from  sale  at  the  tax  sale  in  1903  on  this  account.     The  as- 
sessment for  1903  included  the  taxes  regularly  assessed  for 
that  year,  a  reassessment  of  the  taxes  for  1902,  and  the  taxes 
for  the  years  1895,  1896,  and  1897  with  the  statutory  inter- 
est.    These  taxes  were  not  paid,  and  at  the' sale  in  1904  the 
lands  were  sold  to  the  county  for  the  taxes  and  a  tax  certifi- 
cate was  issued  to  the  county.     On  December  11,  1905,  the 
county  board  ordered  a  refund  of  the  taxes  to  the  holders  of 
the  respective  tax  certificates  of  1899,  1900,  1901,  and  1902, 
and  that  the  taxes  so  refunded,  together  with  the  statutory 
interest,  should  be  levied  as  a  special  tax  with  the  1905  taxes 
upon  the  property  of  the  plaintiff.     The  tax  so  levied  was 
not  paid,  and  at  the  tax  sale  in  the  succeeding  year  the  lands 
were  sold  to  th6  county  for  the  taxes  and  a  tax  certificate  is- 
sued to  the  county. 
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Plaintiff  brought  this  action  to  restrain  the  issnance  of  tax 
deeds  based  on  the  tax  certificates  so  held  by  the  county. 
The  trial  court  held  that  the  orders  of  the  county  board  or- 
dering tl^e  reassessment  of  the  taxes  which  were  invalid  for 
misdescription  were  invalid  and  void,  and  ordered  the  can- 
cellation of  the  tax  certificates.  The  court  also  prohibited 
the  issuance  of  tax  deeds  based  on  the  tax  certificates  on  con- 
dition that  the  plaintiff  pay  the  taxes  levied  for  1903  and 
1905.     This  is  an  appeal  from  the  judgment. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Milo  Muckleston, 
district  attorney,  and  F.  H.  Tichenor,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr,  Tichenor. 

For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Ooodrich  &  Ooodrich. 

SiEBECKEB,  J.  The  trial  court  adjudged  that  the  tax  cer- 
tificates issued  on  the  sale  of  the  plaintiff's  lands  under  the 
tax  sales  for  the  unpaid  taxes  which  the-  county  board  had 
directed  reassessed  imder  sec.  1186,  Stats.  (1898),  should 
be  canceled  and  that  the  county  should  be  restrained  from 
issuing  tax  deeds  thereon.  This  decision  was  made  upon 
the  ground  that  the  county  board  had  no  power  to  assess  the 
amount  of  tax  justly  due  and  chargeable  on  the  plaintiff's 
lands  included  in  the  reassessment,  because  such  attempted 
reassessment  was  upon  lands  not  embraced  in  the  original 
assessment  on  which  the  countv  board  had  refunded  the 
money  paid  to  it  on  the  sale  of  the  lands  for  nonpayment  of 
taxes,  the  proceedings  being  deemed  invalid  because  of  a  de- 
fective description  of  the  lands  sought  to  be  assessed.  From 
the  foregoing  statement  it  appears  that  the  lands  assessed  to 
the  plaintiff  in  the  original  assessment  and  described  in  the 
tax  certificates  on  the  tax  sales  were  so  imperfectly  described 
as  to  render  the  tax  certificates  issued  on  the  tax  sales  for 
nonpayment  of  taxes  invalid.  Upon  discovery  of  this  condi- 
tion it  appears  that  the  county  board  ordered  and  directed 
"'^that  the  money  paid  for  such  certificates  on  the  sale  and  all 
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subsequent  charges  thereon"  should  be  refunded  with  inter- 
est to  the  owner  of  the  certificates  upon  delivery  of  the  cer- 
tificates for  cancellation.  These  amounts  were  so  refunded 
by  the  county. 

It  is  conceded  by  both  parties  that  the  sole  controversy 
on  this  appeal  turns  on  the  question  whether  or  not  the  county 
board  under  sec.  1186,  Stats.  (1898),  is  given  the  power  to 
make  a  reassessment  under  a  correct  description   of  the 
amounts  of  the  taxes  justly  chargeable  upon  plaintiffs  lands. 
There  is  no  question  but  that  the  plaintiffs  property  is  a 
proper  subject  for  taxation  within  the  taxing  district  of  the 
original  assessment  and  levy  of  the  tax.    It  appears  that  the 
assessor  intended  to  assess  the  lands  to  the  plaintiff,  and  that 
an  attempt  was  made  to  levy  the  amounts  specified  against 
the  lands  of  the  plaintiff  by  naming  him  as  the  owner  of  part 
of  the  lands  in  the  two  sections,  but  that  the  description  of 
his  real  estate  in  the  tax  roll  and  the  proceedings  of  the  tax 
sale  was  an  erroneous  description  of  the  lands  plaintiff  owned 
in  government  sections  Nos.  3  and  10,  lying  in  the  village  of 
Menomonee  Falls.     It  also  appears  that  the  county  board  con- 
sidered that  the  amount  of  the  tax  they  so  levied  in  their  pro- 
ceedings of  reassessment  was  the  correct  and  proper  amount 
of  the  taxes  justly  chargeable  on  the  plaintiffs  lands  em- 
braced in  the  resolutions.    The  plaintiffs  real  estate  consists 
of  a  very  irregularly  shaped  piece  of  land  situated  in  the  vil- 
lage of  Menomonee  Falls  in  sections  3  and  10.     It  is  not 
questioned  but  that  the  tax  certificates  issued  on  the  sales  for 
the  nonpayment  of  the  taxes  prior  to  the  reassessment  were 
invalid  because  of  the  erroneous  descriptions  of  the  land  on 
which  the  taxes  were  attempted  to  be  levied.     The  respond- 
ents rest  their  right  to  restrain  the  county  from  proceeding 
to  issue  tax  deeds  on  the  tax  certificates  on  the  ground  that 
the  tax  proceedings  prior  to  the  reassessment  under  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  county  board  levied  no  tax  upon  their  land  be- 
cause it  is  so  defectively  described  as  to  render  the  tax  sale 
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voi^  and  it  was  on  this  account  that  the  county  board  was 
compelled,  tinder  sec  1184,  Stats.  (1898),  to  refund  the 
money  received  on  such  sales  with  charges  and  interest.  The 
question  is :  Can  the  county  board,  under  the  power  and  du- 
ties conferred  by  sec.  1186,  Stats.  (1898),  direct  that  a  tax 
be  levied  for  the  amount  j\istly  chargeable  as  a  tax  on  plaint- 
iflPs  real  estate  for  the  years  embraced  in  the  void  assessment  ? 
It  is  averred  that  the  county  board  has  no  such  power  in  this 
instance  because  the  county  board  can  only  direct  an  assess- 
ment of  a  tax,  imder  this  section  of  the  statutes,  when  the 
lands  "described  in  such  certificate  or  deed  were  justly  tax- 
able for  such  tax  or  a  portion  thereof."  The  argument  is 
that^  since  the  lands  described  in  the  certificates  in  question 
do  not  describe  plaintiff's  lands,  no  assessment  could  be  di- 
rected thereon.  This  contention  is  upon  the  ground  that  the 
county  board  is  restricted  in  directing  such  an  assessment  to 
lands  correctly  described  in  the  tax  certificate  or  deed,  and 
that  errors  in  description  cannot  be  corrected  in  such  pro- 
ceedings by  the  county  board. 

The  powers  conferred  by  the  provisions  of  sec.  1186,  Stats. 
(1898),  must  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  provisions 
of  sec.  1184,  Stats.  (1898).  These  two  sections  of  the  stat- 
utes should,  if  reasonable,  be  so  interpreted  as  to  operate  har- 
moniously. It  is  obvious  that  the  legislature  intended  that 
the  power  of  the  county  board  under  sec.  1186,  Stats.  (1898), 
to  direct  a  reassessment  of  taxes  upon  lands  in  cases  where 
the  original  assessments  are  invalid  on  account  of  irregulari- 
ties in  the  tax  proceedings,  was  to  embrace  all  cases  under 
sec.  1184,  Stats.  (1898),  whereby  the  county  is  liable  to  re- 
fund the  money  paid  it  on  account  of  the  invalidity  of  a  tax 
certificate  or  tax  deed.  The  liability  of  the  county  to  refund 
taxes  for  errors  in  description  which  make  a  tax  void  is  not 
questioned,  and  we  think  properly  not.  Since  the  power  of 
the  county  board  to  direct  reassessments  is  to  provide  a  tax 
in  cases  where  the  original  levy  fails  for  errors  in  the  tax 
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proceedings,  we  perceive  no  reason  Tvhy  it  does  not  embrace 
a  case  where  a  tax  is  void  on  account  of  a  misdescription,  and 
why  it  does  not  vest  authority  in  the  county  board  to  correct 
such  error. 

It  is  argued  that  the  descriptions  embraced  in  the  original 
assessments  and  the  tax  certificates  are  so  defective  as  to 
make  it  impossible  for  the  county  board  to  determine  that  the 
plaintiff's  lands  were  taxable  for  any  amount.  Though  the 
descriptions  in  the  original  assessments  and  the  tax  certifi- 
cates were  so  defective  as  to  render  the  certificates  invalid, 
yet  it  sufficiently  appeared  that  the  taxes  wore  attempted  to 
be  levied  upon  lands  owned  by  the  plaintiff,  by  reference  to 
his  deed  in  some  instances,  and  by  reference  to  the  govern- 
ment sections  and  parts  thereof  in  all  instances.  We  find 
that  the  original  tax  proceedings  were  sufficient  to  authorize 
the  county  board  to  ascertain  what  lands  were  actually  at- 
tempted to  be  assessed  and  to  direct  the  reassessment. 

We  cannot  sustain  the  decision  of  the  trial  court  holding 
that  the  county  board  was  without  power  and  jurisdiction  in 
directing  that  the  plaintiff's  lands  were  l^ally  taxable  for 
the  sums  the  board  found  to  be  just  and  proper  taxes.  The 
reassessments  pursuant  to  the  resolutions  of  the  county  board, 
and  the  issuance  of  the  tax  certificates  on  the  sale  of  the 
plaintiff's  lands  for  nonpayment  of  the  taxes  included  in  such 
reassessments,  must  be  held  to  have  been  l^ally  authorized. 
The  tax  certificates  should  not  have  been  canceled,  nor  should 
the  county  and  its  clerk  be  restrained  from  issuing  tax  deeds 
on  these  tax  certificates. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  the  cause  re- 
manded to  the  lower  court  to  award  judgment  dismissing  the 
complaint. 
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Smith,  Appellant,  vs.  Smith,  Respondent 

Octo1>er  2e— November  12,  1909. 

Indians:  HeirsMp:  Jurisdiction  of  state  courts:  Paternity  of  Uleffiti- 
mates:  Evidence:  Declarations  of  parents:  Statutes:  Construe* 
Hon. 

1.  In  proceedlsgs  for  administration  of  the  estate  of  am  Indian 

allottee  of  lands,  the  title  to  which  was  held  In  trust  by  the 
federal  govermnent,  there  being  other  property  warranting  the 
administration,  the  parties  by  stipulation  submitted  to  the 
county  court  the  question  whether  a  certain  person  was  the 
son  and  sole  heir  at  law  of  the  deceased.  Held,  sufficient  to 
give  the  court  Jurisdiction. 

2.  The  order  or  Judgment  of  the  court  in  such  a  case  does  not  trans- 

fer the  title  or  disturb  the  possession  of  the  allotted  lands; 
and  the  United  States,  as  trustee,  may  recognize  or  refuse  to 
recognize  it  as  evidence,  conclusive  or  prima  facie,  of  heirship. 

3.  Under  a  federal  statute  (26  U.  S.  Stats,  at  Large,  794,  ch.  383) 

making  Illegitimate  children  lawful  heirs  of  their  Indian 
father,  paternity  is  to  be  established  by  a  preponderance  of  evi- 
dence, and  need  not  be  established  beyond  reasonable  doubt  nor 
by  evidence  clear  and  convincing  beyond  reasonable  controversy. 

4.  In  such  a  case  declarations  of  the  deceased  mother  and  of  the 

alleged  deceased  father  respecting  the  paternity  of  an  illegiti- 
mate are  competent,  and  when  they  are  the  best  evidence  the 
nature  of  the  case  will  admit  of,  and  are  not  overcome  by  other 
more  convincing  evidence,  they  are  sufficient 
6.  The  construction  given  to  the  federal  statute  (26  U.  S.  Stats,  at 
Large,  794,  ch.  383)  in  In  re  Heirs  of  House,  132  Wia  212,  is 
adhered  to. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  couFt  for  Brown 
county :  S.  D.  Hastings,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  Appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Cody,  Strehlow  & 
Joseph,  and  oral  argument  by  8.  H,  Cody  and  L.  D.  Jaseph. 
Among  other  authorities  they  cited  Ott  v.  Boring,  139  Wis. 
403,  121  N.  W.  126;  Busse  v.  State,  129  Wis.  171,  108 
N.  W.  64;  In  re  Heirs  of  House,  132  Wis.  212,  112  N.  W. 
27;  sec.  2274,  Stats.  (1898);  Schiefelbein  v.  Fidelity  &  C. 

Co.  139  Wis.  612, 120  K  W.  398 ;  Sufferling  v.  Heyl  £  Pat- 
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terson,  139  Wis.  510,  121  N.  W.  251;  Merm  v.  State,  132 
Wis.  61, 112  N.  W.  38 ;  Baker  v.  State,  47  Wis.  Ill,  2  N.  W. 
110;  Goyke  v.  State  (dia.  op.)  136  Wis.  557,  117  N.  W. 
1027,  1126;  Hofer  v.  State,  130  Wis.  576,  110  N.  W.  391; 
Orotjan  v.  Bice,  124  Wis.  253,  102  N.  W.  551;  Benedict  v. 
Homer,  13  Wis.  256;  Bichmond  v.  State,  19  Wis.  307;  Mil 
ler  V.  0.  &  N.  17.  B.  Co.  133  Wis.  183,  113  N.  W.  384;  KeV 
ley  V.  Crawford,  112  Wis.  368,  88  N.  W.  296. 

M,  E,  Davis,  for  the  respondent,  cited  Jones  v.  Boherls, 
84  Wis.  465,  54  N.  W.  917 ;  Oillett  v.  Treganza,  13  Wis. 
472;  State  ex  rel.  Beals  v.  Probate  Court,  25  "M"!!!!!-  22; 
Gary,  Probate  Law  (3d  ed.)  §§  630,  633. 

Timlin,  J.  The  county  court  of  Outagamie  county 
granted  letters  of  administration  upon  the  estate  of  Ezekiel 
Smith,  an  Indian,  to  Hattie  C.  Smith,  his  widow,  and  there- 
after it  was  stipulated,  prior  to  the  time  for  final  distribution, 
that  the  question  whether  Taylor  Smith  was  the  son  and  sole 
heir  at  law  of  decedent  should  be  tried  before  said  county 
court  at  a  time  and  place  stated.  We  are  informed  by  coun- 
sel that  the  department  of  the  United  States  government  hav- 
ing charge  of  Indian  affairs  until  recently  approved,  recog- 
nized, and  acted  upon  this  mode  of  ascertaining  Indian  heirs 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying  the  person  or  persons  for  whom 
the  United  States  held  the  title  in  trust.  The  county  court 
heard  the  evidence  and  determined  that  Taylor  Smith  was 
the  son  of  decedent,  but  that  Hattie  C.  Smith  was  his  widow 
and  sole  heir.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the  circuit  court  from 
this  order  and  the  place  of  trial  changed  to  Brown  county, 
where,  after  a  trial  of  the  question,  the  circuit  court  found 
that  Ezekiel  Smith,  deceased,  was  an  Oneida  Indian,  an  al- 
lottee of  lands  in  the  Oneida  Indian  reservation  in  this  state, 
and  held  a  trust  patent  from  the  United  States  for  two  quar- 
ter-quarter sections  of  such  land,  and  that  Taylor  Smith  was 
the  illegitimate  son  of  said  Ezekiel  and  one  Dolly  Hill,  de- 
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<5eased,  but  that  the  said  Ezekiel  and  Dolly  never  cohabited  as 
husband  and  wife  according  to  the  custom  and  manner  of  In- 
dian life,  and  Ezekiel  never  admitted  in  writing  that  Taylor 
was  his  son. 

From  these  facts  the  circuit  court  concluded  that  Taylor 
Smith  was  the  heir  at  law  of  Ezekiel  Smith,  deceased,  and 
as  such  was  entitled  to  the  entire  interest  of  said  Ezekiel 
in  and  to  the  lands  in  question,  subject  to  the  dower  and 
homestead  rights  of  Eattie  C.  Smith,  widow  of  decedent. 
An  order  was  then  made  in  the  form  of  judgment  remitting 
the  cause  to  the  county  court  of  Outagamie  county  with  di- 
rections to  enter  the  proper  order  assigning  to  Taylor  Smith 
the  entire  interest  of  Ezekiel  Smith  in  and  to  the  lands  in 
question,  subject  to  the  dower  and  homestead  rights  of  Eattie 
C,  Smith.  Upon  appeal  to  this  court  from  the  order  last 
mentioned  Eattie  G,  Smith  assigns  error:  (1)  That  the 
court  erred  in  exercising  jurisdiction;  (2)  that  the  court 
erred  in  finding  Taylor  Smith  was  the  son  of  Ezekiel;  (3)  in 
admitting  evidence  of  declarations  of  Dolly  Hill ;  (4)  in  lim- 
iting cross-examination;  (5)  in  admitting  parol  declarations 
of  Ezekiel  Smith  as  to  his  paternity  of  Taylor  Smith;  (6)  in 
the  conclusion  of  law  that  Taylor  Smith  is  the  heir  of  Ezekiel 
Smith. 

No  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court  appears 
to  have  been  made  in  that  court,  but  appellant  cites  in  this 
court  the  case  of  McKay  v,  Kalyton,  204  U.  S.  458,  27  Sup. 
Ct.  346,  in  support  of  the  first  assignment  of  error.  In  that 
case,  however,  the  action  was  one  to  recover  possession  of  or 
title  to  the  allotted  land,  or  both  such  possession  and  title. 
This  is  not  true  of  the  instant  case.  Here  the  parties  have 
by  stipulation  and  mutual  consent  submitted  to  the  state  court 
the  question  of  whether  a  certain  person  was  the  heir  at  law 
of  Ezekiel  Smith.  The  order  or  judgment  does  not  transfer 
the  title  to  or  disturb  the  possession  of  the  land  in  question. 
Jones  V.  Roberts,  84  Wis.  465,  471,  54  K  W.  917 ;  Oillett  v. 
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Treganza,  13  Wis.  472;  Gary,  Prob.  Law  (3d  ed.)  §§  630^ 
683.  And  the  United  States  as  trustee  may  recognize,  or  re- 
fuse to  recognize,  this  order  as  evidence  conclusive  or  prima 
facie.  Act  Cong.  Feb.  8,  1887,  ch.  119,  24  U.  S.  Stats,  at 
Large,  388,  as  amended  by  Act  Cong.  Feb.  28,  1891,  ch.  383, 
26  U.  S.  Stats,  at  Large,  794,  3  Fed.  Stats.  Ann.  pp.  493, 
494,  496,  501,  502.  There  was  other  property  of  Ezekiel 
Smith  besides  the  trust  lands  which  authorized  the  adminis- 
tration. 

We  perceive  no  valid  ground  for  saying  that  the  state  court 
had  no  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order  in  question.  Probably 
if  Taylor  Smith  seeks  to  recover  the  possession  or  enjoyment 
of  the  land  in  question,  or  of  its  proceeds,  against  an  adver- 
sary claimant,  notwithstanding  this  determination,  he  must 
proceed  in  the  federal  court.  But  that  question  is  not  di- 
rectly involved  in  the  present  appeal.  It  is  sufficient  that  the 
state  court,  in  an  administration  proceeding  properly  brought 
and  upon  stipulation  of  the  parties,  determined  the  status 
of  Taylor  Smith  as  heir  of  Ezekiel  Smith,  and  that  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  may  through  its  departmaits 
primarily,  or  its  federal  courts  finally,  determine  that  in  tho 
discharge  of  its  trust  it  will  or  will  not  recognize  this  decision 
as  evidence. 

We  consider  the  finding  that  Taylor  Smith  is  the  son  of 
Ezekiel  Smith  is  supported  by  considerable  evidence  and  not 
against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  The  ques^- 
tion  was  one  of  pedigree  or  heirship  and  not  of  legitimacy. 
The  statute  made  illegitimate  children  lawful  heirs,  and  the 
real  inquiry  was  directed  to  the  fact  whether  or  not  Tayior 
Smith  was  a  son  of  Ezekiel  Smith.  The  result  of  the  investi- 
gation was  not  to  put  a  bar  sinister  upon  his  shield,  but  rather 
to  find  him  to  be  one  worthy  to  inherit  Therefore  pater- 
nity is  to  be  proven  by  a  preponderance  of  evidence,  and  not 
by  evidence  establishing  it  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  nor  by 
evidence  clear  and  convincing  beyond  reasonable  controversy. 
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It  is  true  that  evidence  of  declarations  by  the  deceased  mother 
of  the  illegitimate  respecting  his  paternity  and  like  declara- 
tions of  the  alleged  father  of  the  illegitimate  are  not  very  sat- 
isfactory evidence,  but  they  are  the  best  evidence  the  nature 
of  the  case  will  admit  of,  and  competent  upon  the  question 
of  pedigree.  When  they  are  not  met  and  overcome  by  other 
more  powerful,  credible,  and  convincing  evidence  they  must 
be  held  sufficient  to  form  a  basis  for  belief  or  mental  convic- 
tion.   1  Elliott,  Ev.  ch.  16,  §§  360-382. 

Appellant  assails  as  incorrect  the  construction  given  to  the 
statute  (3  Fed.  Stats.  Ann.  sec  5,  p.  601)  in  In  re  Heirs  of 
House,  132  Wis.  212,  112  N.  W.  27,  and  asks'us  to  overrule 
that  case.  He  suggests  that  the  construction  given  to  the  fed- 
eral statute  might  result  in  enabling  illegitimates  of  the  sec- 
ond class  in  some  cases  to  inherit  from  both  the  father  and 
the  mother,  while  the  more  worthy  illegitimates  of  the  first 
class  would  inherit  from  the  father  only.  This  consideration, 
while  of  weight,  is  not  sufficient  to  overcome  the  otherwise 
clear  meaning  of  the  statute.  No  other  construction  which 
we  consider  reasonable  or  satisfactory  is  suggested,  and  we 
therefore  adhere  to  that  already  placed  upon  the  statute.  We 
may  not  agree  with  the  wisdom  or  policy  of  a  statute  which, 
amongst  a  simple  or  primitive  people,  makes  such  bastardy 
a  privilege  or  advantage,  and  which  stirs  the  recollection  or 
the  imagination  of  old  people  concerning  casual  errors  or  ir- 
regularities long  since  forgotten  or  which  never  hapj>ened,  by 
offering  the  prize  of  an  inheritance  to  such  illegitimate  chil- 
dren. But  all  this  is  more  properly  addressed  to  the  federal 
legislature  and  cannot  be  taken  to  divert  or  distort  the  plain 
meaning  and  sense  of  this  statute.  We  perceive  no  error  in 
the  rulings  admitting  or  excluding  evidence,  and  affirm  the 
judgment. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed 
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Lb  Bclond,  Appellant,  vs.  Town  of  Feshtioo  and  others, 

Keepondents. 

October  26'-Nove7nrl>er  12,  1909 

Equity:  Injunction:  Grounds  of  relief:  IrreparcMe  injury:  MuUi- 
plicity  of  actions:  Adequate  remedy  at  law:  Pleading  construed: 
Ejectment:  Easements, 

1.  Plaintiff  alleged  that  defendants,  a  town  and  Its  superyison, 

wrongfully  entered  upon  a  strip  of  plaintilTa  land  and  con- 
structed a^highway  and  drain  thereon,  to  her  damage;  that 
they  have  continued  unlawfully  to  use  the  land  thus  appro- 
priated, and  threaten  that  if  plaintiff  attempts  to  fence  up  said 
highway  and  drain  they  will  tear  down  the  fences  and  continue 
to  use  the  same;  that  they  have  permanently  deprived  plalntlflT 
of  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  that  portion  of  the  premises  ap- 
propriated by  them;  that  plaintiff  has  suffered  Irreparable  In- 
Jury  and  will  be  put  to  the  necessity  of  bringing  a  multiplicity 
of  suits  to  protect  her  rights.  The  relief  asked  was  that  de- 
fendants be  enjoined  from  taking  possession  or  attempting  to 
take  possession  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question  and  f^m  inter- 
fering with  plaintiff's  enjoyment,  use,  and  occupation  thereof, 
and  for  damages.  Held^  that  the  facts  stated  did  not  entitle 
plaintiff  to  the  Interference  of  equity  to  prevent  either  Irrep- 
arable injury  or  a  multiplicity  of  actions  at  law. 

2.  The  averment  that  plaintiff  has  been  permanently  deprived  of 

the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question  Is  con- 
strued as  equivalent  to  a  statement  that  she  has  been  deprived 
of  the  possession  of  said  strip;  and  It  appearing  that  what  she 
seeks  to  recover  is  the  possession  of  the  land,  not  of  a  mere  ease- 
ment over  it,  she  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  In  an  action 
of  ejectment. 

8.  Where  the  owner  in  fee  has  been  wrongfully  deprived  of  the  pot- 
session  of  land  he  may  maintain  ejectment  to  recover  that  pos- 
session, and  it  Is  immaterial  whether  such  deprivation  has  been 
caused  by  the  exercise  of  an  easement  which  wrongfully  ex- 
cluded 'him  from  possession,  or  otherwise. 

4.  Where  land  has  been  wrongfully  taken  for  a  highway^  and  the 
only  right  which  the  owner  may  exercise  over  It  Is  the  right 
to  use  it  as  a  highway  In  common  with  all  others,  he  has  been 
deprived  of  his  possession. 
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Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Marinette 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  appeal  is  from  an  order  sustaining  a  demurrer  to  the 
complaint, 

The  complaint,  in  substance,  charges  that  the  town  of  Pesh- 
tigo is  one  of  the  duly  organized  towns  of  Marinette  county, 
and  that  the  other  defendants  arc,  and  at  all  the  times  men- 
tioned in  the  complaint  were,  the  duly  elected,  qualified,  and 
acting  supervisors  of  said  town ;  that  the  defendants  during 
the  month  of  August,  1905,  entered  upon  certain  lands  owned 
by  and  in  the  possession  of  plaintiflF  and  tore  down  fences, 
cut  and  removed  valuable  timber,  and  constructed  a  highway 
and  drain  thereon  at  a  cost  of  $500,  which  was  paid  by  the 
defendant  town;  that  said  defendants  never  acquired  any 
right  by  consent  of  the  plaintiff  or  otherwise  to  appropriate 
any  portion  of  her  land ;  and  that  she  has  been  damaged  in 
the  sum  of  $900  by  reason  of  the  unlawful  act  complained 
of.  The  complaint  further  sets  forth  that  ever  since  August 
12,  1905,  defendants  have  continued  to  unlawfully  use  the 
premises  appropriated  for  a  drain  and  public  highway,  and 
that  certain  of  the  defendants  threaten  and  assert  that  if 
plaintiff  attempts  to  fence  up  the  pretended  drain  and  high- 
way they  will  tear  down  such  fences  and  obstructions  and  con- 
tinue to  use  the  same,  and  that  said  defendants  have  ever 
since  the  12th  day  of  August,  1905,  permanently  deprived 
the  plaintiff  of  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  that  portion  of  the 
premises  appropriated  by  the  defendants,  and  that  plaintiff 
fears  the  defendants  will  carry  out  the  threats  aforesaid,  and 
will  harass,  vex,  and  annoy  the  plaintiff,  and  that  plaintiff 
has  been  put  to  irreparable  injury,  and  will  be  put  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  bringing  a  multiplicity  of  actions  to  protect  her 
rights.  By  way  of  relief  plaintiff  asks  that  the  defendants, 
their  agents  and  servants,  be  enjoined  and  restrained  from 
taking  possession  or  attempting  to  take  possession  of  the  strip 
of  land  in  question,  and  also  from  in  any  manner  interfering 
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with  the  enjoyment,  use,  and  occupation  thereof  by  the  plaint- 
iff, and  that  plaintiff  recover  $900  damages  done  and  suf- 
fered by  reason  of  the  imlawf ul  acts  complained  of. 

One  of  the  grounds  of  demurrer  was  that  the  complaint  did 
not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.  This 
is  the  only  ground  relied  on  to  sustain  the  order  appealed 
from. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  L.  M.  Nelson,  bX- 
tomey,  and  P.  A.  Martineau,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Martineau. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  B.  Quifdan, 
and  oral  argument  by  £f.  T.  Scudder. 

9 

Babnes,  J.  By  her  complaint  the  plaintiff  seeks  to  re- 
cover possession  of  her  property  and  damages  for  the  wrongs 
she  has  sustained.  If,  under  the  facts  stated,  she  is  notion- 
titled  to  resort  to  a  court  of  equity  to  secure  this  relief,  then 
tlie  demurrer  was  properly  sustained.  As  a  general  proposi- 
tion equity  will  not  interfere  to  prevent  a  mere  threatened 
trespass  unless  such  trespass  will  work  irreparable  injury. 
Where,  by  reason  of  the  continuous  character  of  the  invasion, 
numerous  actions  at  law  would  be  necessary,  equity  will  in- 
terfere to  prevent  a  multiplicity  of  suits  because  the  l^al  rem- 
edy is  inadequate.  Miller  v.  Iloeschler,  121  Wis.  558,  99 
N.  W.  228.  Sufficient  facts  are  not  stated  in  the  complaint 
to  bring  it  within  the  principle  of  the  case  cited.  Neither  are 
the  necessary  facts  stated  to  bring  it  within  the  decision  of 
this  court  in  Flanders  v.  Wood,  24  Wis.  572 ;  Church  v.  Joint 
School  Dist.  65  Wis.  399,  13  N.  W.  272;  Smart  v.  Hart,  75 
Wis.  471,  44  N.  W.  514;  Ruhland  v.  Jones,  55  Wis.  673,  13 
N.  W.  689 ;  De  Pauw  v.  Oxley,  122  Wis.  656,  100  K  W. 
1028;  and  McCord  v.  Eastern  R.  Co.  136  Wis.  254,  IIG 
N.  W.  845,  in  all  of  which  cases  equity  jurisdiction  was 
sustained.  The  complaint  does  not  allege  that  any  particu- 
lar injury  or  mischief  will  result  from  any  threatened  in- 
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jury  By  the  defendants  during  the  pendency  of  the  action, 
:and  no  temporary  restraining  order  is  sought  There  is  no 
averment  in  the  complaint  from  which  it  could  be  inferred 
that  the  pleader  desired  any  relief  except  to  be  restored  to 
possession  and  to  recover  damages  sustained  prior  to  the  in- 
stitution of  the  suit.  The  single  allegation  relied  on  to  bring 
the  case  within  the  rule  that  equity  will  take  jurisdiction 
where  it  is  necessary  to  do  so  to  prevent  a  multiplicity  of 
suits  is  that  certain  defendants  threaten  and  assert  that  if 
plaintiff  fences  up  the  highway  they  will  tear  down  the  fence 
and  continue  to  use  and  occupy  the  same,  and  that  plaintiff 
will  be  put  to  the  necessity  of  bringing  a  multiplicity  of  ac- 
tions to  protect  her  rights.  This  allegation,  construed  in  con- 
nection with  the  relief  prayed,  is  insufficient  to  make  a  case 
in  equity  unless  it  can  be  maintained  on  some  other  ground. 
It  is  urged,  however,  that  the  action  is  brought  to  recover 
an  easement  only,  and  that  ejectment  will  not  lie  where  such 
recovery  is  sought,  and  that  the  plaintiff  has  no  adequate 
remedy  at  law.  It  is  clear  that  a  mere  action  for  trespass 
would  not  furnish  an  adequate  and  complete  remedy,  and,  if 
it  be  true  that  the  complaint  does  not  state  the  necessary  facts 
to  constitute  a  cause  of  action  in  ejectment,  the  plaintiff 
has  planted  her  suit  in  the  proper  forum.  Sec.  3074,  Stats. 
(1898),  prohibits  recovery  by  ejectment  unless  the  plaintiff 
at  the  time  of  commencing  the  action  has  a  valid,  subsisting 
interest  in  the  premises  claimed  and  a  right  to  recover  the 
same  or  the  possession  thereof,  or  of  some  share  or  interest 
in  a  portion  thereof  to  be  proved  and  established  in  the  ac- 
tion. Sec.  3077,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  the  complaint 
in  an  action  of  ejectment  shall  set  forth  that  the  plaintiff  has 
an  estate  or  interest  in  the  premises  claimed,  and  shall  state 
the  nature  and  extent  of  such  interest,  whether  in  fee,  dower, 
for  life,  or  for  a  term  of  years,  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  the 
possession  of  such  premises,  and  that  defendant  unlawfully 
withholds  the  possession  thereof  from  him.    Sec.  3075,  Stats. 
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(1898),  provides  that  the  action  of  ejectment  must  be  brought 
against  an  actual  occupant  of  the  premises  claimed,  if  occu- 
pied, and,  if  not  so  occupied,  then  it  must  be  brought  against 
some  person  exercising  acts  of  ownership  in  the  premises^ 
claimed,  or  against  some  one  claiming  title  thereto  or  some 
interest  therein.  "Sec.  3084,  Stats.  (1898),  requires  that  the- 
verdict  rendered  in  an  ejectment  action  (if  for  the  plaintiff) 
shall  specify  the  estate  established  by  the  plaintiff  on  the 
trial,  "whether  it  be  in  fee,  dower,  for  life  or  for  a  term  of 
years/' 

The  complaint  before  us  shows  ownership  in  fee  by  the 
plaintiff,  wrongful  entry  and  occupation  by  the  defendants, 
and  permanent  deprival  of  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  strip^ 
of  land  appropriated.  Every  essential  fact  necessary  to  state 
a  good  cause  of  action  in  ejectment  under  sec.  3077,  Stats. 
(lvS98),  is  to  be  found  in  the  complaint.  We  construe  the 
averment  that  plaintiff  has  been  permanently  deprived  of  the 
use  and  enjoyment  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question  as  tanta- 
mount to  a  statement  that  she  has  been  deprived  of  the  pos- 
session of  such  strip.  The  complaint,  however,  does  show 
that  defendants  entered  upon  the  land  for  the  purpose  of 
building  a  highway  and  drain,  and  that  the  same  were  built, 
and  that  the  highway  has  since  been  in  use.  Is  the  plaintiff 
suing  to  recover  the  possession  of  the  land  or  for  the  recovery 
of  a  mere  easement  over  it,  and,  if  the  latter,  will  ejectment 
lie?  These  are  the  vital  questions  involved  in  determining 
whether  the  complaint  is  fatally  defectiva 

In  Oardiner  v.  Tisdale,  2  Wis.  153,  and  in  Weishrod  v. 
C.  &  N.  W.  R,  Co.  21  Wis.  602,  it  was  held  that  the  owner 
in  fee  of  a  street  could  maintain  ejectment  against  an  incum- 
brancer or  occupier  inconsistent  with  or  repugnant  to  the  pur- 
pose of  a  public  easement  In  Racine  v.  Crotsenberg,  61  Wis. 
481,  21  N.  W.  620,  the  defendant  took  possession  of  what 
was  claimed  to  be  a  public  alley  and  appropriated  the  same- 
to  his  own  exclusive  use.    Ejectment  was  brought  to  recover 
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the  easement  which  the  public  had  in  such  alley.  It  was  held 
that  ejectment  would  not  lie  to  recover  a  mere  incorporeal 
right,  and  that  it  would  only  lie  to  recover  things  corporeal 
which  might  be  the  subject  of  seisin,  entry,  and  possession. 
It  was  further  held  that  sees.  3077,  3084,  Stats.  (1898), 
were  not  broad  enough  to  give  the  plaintiff  a  right  of  action, 
because  the  plaintiff  had  no  estate  "in  fee,  dower,  for  life 
or  for  a  term  of  years"  in  the  real  property  sought  to  be  re- 
covered, as  the  statute  required.  This  case  is  not  authority 
to  the  proposition  that  where  the  owner  of  the  fee  is  excluded 
from  the  possession  of  his  land  by  the  use  of  an  easement  over 
the  same  he  may  not  recover  such  possession  in  ejectment. 
On  the  contrary,  the  case,  inferentially  at  least,  holds  that 
such  an  action  would  lia  Fritsche  v.  Fritsche,  77  Wis.  270, 
45  K  W.  1089 ;  Maurer  v.  Stiner,  82  Wis.  99,  51  N.  W. 
1101;  and  Buchner  v.  Hutchings,  83  Wis.  299,  53  N.  W. 
505,  were  actions  where  the  plaintiffs  sought  to  recover  or  to 
be  restored  to  the  right  to  use  and  enjoy  a  mere  easement 
over  lands  to  which  they  had  no  title  or  right  of  possession, 
nor  any  right  whatever  except  to  use  and  enjoy  an  easement 
over  the  same.  The  plaintiffs,  therefore,  were  not  the  own- 
ers of  such  an  interest  in  the  fee  as  would  bring  them  within 
the  terms  of  sec  3077,  Stats.  (1898).  In  Laive  v,  KavJcauna, 
70  Wis.  306,  35  N.  W.  661,  the  plaintiff,  who  claimed  an. 
estate  in  fee,  brought  ejectment  to  recover  certain  lots  which 
the  city  occupied  and  used  for  the  landing  of  a  swing  bridge 
and  in  connection  with  a  street  leading  to  the  same.  It  was 
held  that  ejectment  was  not  only  a  proper  remedy  but  was 
the  only  adequate  one.  The  value  of  this  case  as  a  precedent 
is  minimized  by  the  fact  that  the  question  presently  under 
discussion  was  not  raised  or  considered  by  the  court,  and  by 
the  further  fact  that  the  case  has  been  to  some  extent  distin- 
guished in  Pinkum  v.  Eau  Claire^  81  Wis.  301,  51  N.  W. 
550. 

The  only  other  case  in  this  court  bearing  on  the  question  is 
Vol.  140—39 
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the  one  last  referred  to — Pinkum  v.  Eau  Claire.  There  the 
grantors  of  the  plaintiff  conveyed  on  condition  to  the  city  of 
Eau  Claire  an  easement  over  certain  lands  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing  a  canal  in  consideration  of  certain  reciprocal 
rights  and  privileges  to  be  conferred  on  the  grantor,  the  prin- 
cipal one  being  that  the  city  should  erect  a  certain  highway 
which  would  give  the  grantor  access  to  a  stone  quarry.  The 
action  was  brought  in  equity,  and,  among  other  relief  sought, 
the  plaintiff  asked  for  a  decree  commanding  the  city  to  pro- 
ceed at  once  with  the  construction  of  the  highway  and  com- 
pelling its  maintenance  thereafter,  and  that  in  case  of  de- 
fault on  the  part  of  the  city  in  this  regard  the  grant  be  an- 
nulled, vacated,  and  set  aside,  and  that  the  cloud  created  by 
the  deed  of  grant  be  removed,  and  that  the  defendant  be  re- 
quired to  remove  all  obstructions  which  it  had  placed  and 
then  maintained  upon  the  premises,  and  that  plaintiff  be  put 
in  possession  thereof.  It  was  urged  that  plaintiff  bad  an 
adequate  remedy  by  ejectment.  The  court  treated  the  action 
as  one  brought  to  recover  the  easement  formerly  granted,  and 
held  that  ^'ejectment  is  not  the  appropriate  remedy  for  the 
recovery  of  a  mere  easement."  In  the  Pinkum  Case  the 
thing  conveyed  was  an  incorporeal  right,  and  what  the  plaint- 
iff sought  to  do  was  to  nullify  the  grant  and  recover  back  the 
thing  granted  in  case  he  could  not  compel  specific  perform- 
ance. 

An  easement  is  an  incorporeal  right  which  can  only  be 
acquired  by  grant  or  prescription,  and  is  incapable  of  manual 
delivery.  Land,  on  the  contrary,  is  a  tangible  thing  of  which 
actual  possession  may  be  delivered.  There  is  a  substantial 
distinction  between  an  action  brought  to  recover  an  intangi- 
ble right  and  one  brought  to  recover  actual  manual  possession 
of  real  property  which  has  been  lost  to  the  owner  by  the  exer- 
cise of  an  incorporeal  right  or  in  any  other  way.  In  the  one 
case  possession  of  the  thing  sought  cannot  be  delivered  through 
a  court  of  law;  in  the  other  it  mav.     Here  what  the  plaintiff 
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seeks  to  recover  is  not  the  possession  of  some  mere  right  or 
easement,  but  possession  of  a  distinct  part  and  parcel  of  her 
farm.  Where,  as  here,  the  owner  in  fee  has  been  deprived 
of  the  possession  of  real  estate,  the  statute  gives  a  right  of 
action  in  ejectment  to  recover  that  possession,  and  it  is  im- 
material whether  the  deprivation  of  such  right  has  been 
caused  by  the  exercise  of  an  easement  which  wrongfully  ex- 
cluded plaintiflF  from  her  possession,  or  otherwise.  If  the 
only  right  plaintiflF  can  now  exercise  over  the  strip  of  land  in 
question  is  the  right  to  use  it  as  a  highway  in  common  with 
all  others,  then  she  has  been  deprived  of  her  possession. 
Strong  v.  Brooklyn,  68  N.  Y.  1.  And  the  allegation  of  the 
complaint,  which  on  demurrer  must  be  taken  as  true,  is  that 
plaintiflF  has  been  .deprived  of  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  her 
property,  and  not  of  a  mere  easement  over  the  same. 
By  the  Court, — Order  aflSrmei 

WiNSLOw,  C.  J.,  dissents. 


Fabbell,  Respondent,  vs.  Phtlmps,  Appellant. 

Octoher  Z7 — NovenCber  12,  1909. 

• 
(1,  2)  Larceny:  Negotiable  note:  Felonioua  intent:  Taking  by  trick, 
(8,  4)  Malicious  prosecution:  Probable  cause:  Bpecial  verdict: 
Omitted  finding:  Appeal:  Presumptions,    (5)  Witnesses:  Credi- 
bility: Conviction  of  contempt  of  court, 

1.  Although  the  maker  of  a  negotiable  note  had  perhaps  a  right  to 

rescind,  for  failure  of  consideration,  an  entire  contract  as  part 
of  which  such  note  was  executed  and  delivered,  yet,  until  such 
rescission  at  least,  the  note  was  the  property  of  the  payee  and 
was  subject  of  larceny. 

2.  A  felonious  Intent  to  deprive  the  possessor  of  the  thing  taken 

being  essential  for  larceny,  If  one  openly  takes  property  under 
the  honest  though  mistaken  belief  that  he  himself  has  title. 
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the  act  ordinarily  will  not  he  larceny;  hut  the  claim  of  titie 
must  be  at  least  colorable  and  he  made  in  entire  good  faith. 
A  taking  hy  artifice  or  fraud  or  accompanied  hy  acts  of  con- 
cealment will  raise  a  strong  inference  of  felonious  intent- 

5.  In  an  action  for  a  malicious  prosecution  of  plaintiff  for  larceny 

of  a  note,  It  appeared  that  the  note  was  given  by  plaintiff  to 
defendant  as  part  of  an  entire  contract  providing  for  the  rent- 
ing of  a  building  and  assignment  of  a  liquor  license  hy  defend- 
ant to  plaintiff;  that  defendant  had  no  such  license;  and  that 
plaintiff,  without  rescission  of  the  contract  for  failure  of  con- 
sideration, had  hy  a  trick  got  the  note  from  defendant's  possesr 
slon  and  carried  it  away.  Held,  that  defendant  had  probable 
cause  for  the  prosecution. 

4^  In  an  action  for  malicious  prosecution  the  special  verdict  did 
not  contain  any  finding  as  to  whether  or  not  there  was  probable 
cause  for  the  prosecution,  but  judgment  was  rendered  thereon 
for  plaintiff.  Held,  under  sec.  2858m,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907, 
ch.  346),  the  case  must  be  treated  on  appeal  as  though  the 
oourt  had  found  as  a  fact  that  there  was  lack  of  probable  cause 

'        and  appellant  had  excepted  to  the  finding. 

6.  Contempt  of  court,  either  civil  or  criminal,  is  not  a  "criminal  of- 

fense" within  the  meaning  of  sec.  4073,  Stats.  (1898) »  which  per^ 
mits  "conviction  of  a  criminal  offense"  to  be  proved  to  affect 
the  credibility  of  a  witness,  either  by  the  record  or  by  eross- 
examination. 

6.  Where,  under  sec.  4073,  Stats.  (1898),  the  credibility  of  a  wit- 

ness is  sought  to  be  affected  by  proving  by  the  record  his  con- 
viction of  a  criminal  offense,  such  proof  should  consist  of  the 
record  of  the  conviction  and  judgment  alone,  and  not  the  full 
record  of  the  case. 

7.  A  single  isolated  act  of  contempt  of  court  committed  twelve 

y^sars  prior  to  the  trial  does  not  properly  come  within  the  rule 
which  permits,  upon  cross-examination,  inquiries  into  the  prevf- 
Gus  life,  habits,  and  occupation  of  a  witness,  as  tending  to 
throw  light  on  his  venudty. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Oconto 
county :  S.  D.  Hastings,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

PhiUips  commenced  a  criminal  prosecution  against  Far- 
rell for  the  larceny  of  a  promissory  note,  and,  the  prosecution 
being  dismissed  by  the  examining  magistrate,  FarreU  brought 
this  action  for  malicious  prosecution.  PhUUps's  defenses 
were  that  the  plaintiff  actually  committed  the  larceny  and 
that  he  (Phillips)  acted  on  the  advice  of  counseL 
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Most  of  the  facts  were  undisputed.  The  defendant,  Phil- 
lips,  in  April,  1908,  owned  a  building  in  the  city  of  Oconto 
which  he  desired  to  rent  for  saloon  purposes.  Prior  to  May 
16tli  he  had  deposited  $200  with  the  city  dork  and  applied 
for  a  license  for  the  balance  of  the  license  year,  but  had  re- 
ceived no  license  because  the  city  council  had  not  met  On 
the  16th  of  April  he  met  Farrell,  and  after  some  talk  an  ar- 
rangement was  made  by  which  Farrell  was  to  lease  the  build- 
ing and  operate  a  saloon  in  it  at  an  agreed  rental^  and  was  to 
give  his  note  indorsed  by  a  responsible  indorser  for  half  the 
city  and  government  license,  amounting  to  $112,  Phillips 
paying  the  other  half.  At  this  point  arises  the  only  serious 
dispute  as  to  the  facts.  Farrell  daimad  that  Phillips  said 
he  already  had  the  city  license  and  would  assign  it  to  him, 
while  Phillips  claims  that  he  only  told  Farrell  that  he  had 
applied  for  the  license  and  deposited  tlie  money  and  would 
have  it  issued  to  him  (Farrell).  On  the  same  day  the  oral 
arrangement  was  so  far  carried  out  that  the  lease  was  drawn 
in  duplicate  and  a  copy  delivered  to  each  party,  a  negotiable 
note  for  $112,  with  the  indorsement  of  one  Dr.  Watkins,  was 
signed  by  Farrell  and  delivered  to  Phillips^  and  the  key  of 
the  building  delivered  to  FarreU,  Upon  the  following  morn- 
ing Farrell  called  at  Phillips's  house  and  asked  Phillips  to 
let  him  see  the  note  to  see  if  it  was  all  right,  and  Phillips 
handed  him  the  note,  and  FarreU  secretly  and  without  Phil- 
lips's knowledge  substituted  for  the  indorsed  note  his  own 
note,  without  indorsement,  and  handed  it  to  Phillips,  who 
did  not  discover  the  substitution  until  afterwardfl.  Farrell 
claimed  that  he  had  ascertained  that  PhiUips  had  no  license, 
and  that  he  was  afraid  that  PhiUips  was  not  going  to  deal 
fairly  with  him,  and  so  he  determined  to  get  his  note  back 
and  call  the  deal  off.  Nothing  further  was  done  towards 
carrying  out  the  contract  Farrell  left  Oconto  the  next  day, 
and  Phillips  immediately  made  sworn  complaint  against  him 
for  larceny  of  the  note. 
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The  jury  returned  a  special  verdict  finding:  (1)  That 
Phillips  maliciously  procured  FarreU's  arrest;  (2)  that  the 
agreement  between  the  parties  v^as  that  Phillips  would  as- 
sign to  Farrell  a  license  which  he  then  claimed  to  have,  and 
that  this  agreement  was  the  consideration  for  the  note  in 
question;  (3)  that  Phillips  did  not  make  a  full,  fair,  and 
honest  statement  of  the  material  facts  to  an  attorney  before 
the  prosecution  commenced;  (4)  that  PhiUips  did  not  sin- 
cerely and  in  good  faith  believe  when  he  swore  out  the  war- 
rant that  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  larceny;  and  (6)  that 
plaintiff's  damages  amounted  to  $2,335.77,  of  which  sum 
$2,000  were  punitory  damages. 

The  court  gave  defendant  the  option  to  consent  to  judg- 
ment for  $936,77  within  twenty  days,  and,  in  the  event  of 
failure  to  exercise  the  option,  gave  plaintiff  the  option  to 
take  judgment  for  $635.77,  and  ordered  that  if  neither  op- 
tion should  be  exercised  the  verdict  be  set  aside  and  a  new 
trial  granted.  The  defendant  did  not  exercise  its  option, 
but  the  plaintiff  chose  to  take  judgment  for  $635.77,  and 
from  that  judgment  the  defendant  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  F.  X.  Morrow  and 
Sheridan  <&  Evans,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  L.  Evans. 

Allan  V.  Classon  and  D.  D,  Conway,  for  the  respondent 

WiNSLOw,  C.  J.  In  order  to  sustain  an  action  for  mar 
licious  prosecution  it  must  appear:  (1)  That  the  defendant 
conunenoed  a  prosecution;  (2)  that  it  has  terminated  in  the 
plaintiff's  discharge;  (3)  that  it  was  commenced  maliciously 
and  (4)  without  probable  cause.  In  this  case  the  first  two 
facts  were  admitted,  and  the  contest  was  as  to  the  third  and 
fourth  propositions.  By  their  verdict  the  jury  found  malice, 
but  did  not  find  lack  of  probable  cause,  so  the  verdict  on  ita 
face  seems  to  omit  an  essential  fact. 

It  appears  that  the  trial  judge  considered  that  when  the 
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jury,  by  its  second  finding,  found  that  the  agreement  was 
that  Phillips  was  to  assign  to  FarreU  a  license  which  he  then 
had,  in  consideration  for  the  indorsed  note,  it  was  in  effect 
found  that  the  note  was  without  consideration  and  of  no 
value,  and  hence  that  no  larceny  was  committed  in  taking  it, 
and  that  if  there  was  no  larceny  then  there  could  be  no  prob- 
able cause.  We  are  unable  to  agree  with  this  conclusion. 
The  note  had  been  fully  executed  and  delivered.  It  was 
part  of  an  entire  contract  which  included  the  rental  of  the 
building  as  well,  and  cannot  be  considered  as  standing  alone 
or  based  upon  an  entirely  separate  consideration.  It  was 
negotiable  on  its  face,  and  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  its 
holder  from  negotiating  it,  thus  relieving  it  from  the  defense 
attempted  to  be  made.  It  was  property,  and  it  was  the  de- 
fendant's property,  at  least  until  a  rescission  of  the  contract 
had  been  made.  The  fact  that  there  was  a  defense  claimed 
to  exist  which  might  be  successful  at  the  end  of  a  lawsuit 
did  not  deprive  it  of  its  character  as  property  nor  justify  the 
maker  in  taking  it  from  its  owner  by  force  or  stratagem. 
If  such  were  the  rule,  the  mission  of  the  courts  in  the  set- 
tlement of  disputes  as  to  the  ownership  of  property  would 
seem  to  be  at  an  end.  These  propositions  do  not  seem  to  call 
for  the  citation  of  authority  in  their  support  They  are  self- 
evident.  So  the  verdict  still  remained  insufficient  because 
it  nowhere  found  the  want  of  probable  cause.  At  this  point, 
however,  sea  2858m,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  346),  comes 
in.     This  section  provides  that: 

"Whenever  any  special  verdict  shall  be  submitted  to  a 
jury,  and  there  is  omitted  therefrom  some  controverted  mat- 
ter of  fact,  not  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  trial  court  by 
request,  but  essential  to  sustain  the  judgment,  such  matter  of 
fact  shall  be  deemed  determined  by  the  court  in  conformity 
with  its  judgment,  and  the  n^lect  or  omission  to  request  a 
finding  by  the  jury  on  such  matter  shall  be  deemed  a  waiver 
of  jury  trial  pro  ianio  and  a  consent  that  siuch  omitted  fact 
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be  detennindd  by  the  court.  The  finding  or  determination 
of  such  omitted  fact  by  the  court  may  be  reviewed  on  appeal 
without  any  exception  thereto." 

No  claim  is  made  that  this  law  is  unconstitutional  or  in- 
efiFective  for  any  other  reason,  and  we  have  discovered  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  enforced  as  it  reads.  We  must 
therefore  treat  the  case  as  though  the  court  had  found  as  a 
fact  that  there  was  lack  of  probable  cause  and  the  appellant 
had  excepted  to  the  finding. 

Is  the  finding  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evi- 
dence i  We  think  it  is.  Upon  the  plaintiflF's  own  version  of 
the  transaction  by  which  he  obtained  possession  of  the  note  we 
think  it  affirmatively  appears  that  the  defendant  had  prob- 
able cause  to  believe  the  plaintiff  guilty  of  larceny.  As  we 
have  seen,  the  note  in  question  was  the  property  of  the  de- 
fendant and  had  value.  The  plaintiff's  own  story  shows 
that  without  rescinding  or  attempting  to  rescind  the  contract, 
of  which  the  note  was  a  part,  he  took  the  note  from  its  owner^s 
possession  by  a  fraudulent  and  secret  trick  and  returned  it 
to  its  indorser.  Of  course  the  felonious  intent  to  deprive  the 
possessor  of  the  thing  taken  must  be  present  in  order  to  con- 
stitute larceny^  and,  if  a  man  openly  take  property  under  the 
honest  though  mistaken  belief  that  he  himself  has  title,  the 
act  ordinarily  at  least  will  not  be  larceny.  But  in  order 
that  there  should  be  an  acquittal  on  this  ground  it  is  essential 
that  the  claim  of  title  be  at  least  colorable  and  that  it  be 
made  in  entire  good  faith.  If  the  taking  be  not  open,  but 
be  accomplished  by  artifice  or  fraud,  or  be  accompanied  by 
acts  of  concealment  such  as  were  present  here,  the  inference 
will  be  strong  that  the  felonious  intent  was  present.  1  Whar- 
ton, Crim.  Law  (10th  ed.)  §§  883,  884;  Staie  v.  Bond,  8 
Iowa,  640. 

Upon  the  facts  admitted  here  no  court  would  be  justified 
in  taking  the  question  of  defendant's  guilt  from  the  jury, 
and  a  verdict  of  guilty  could  not  be  set  aside.     It  follows 
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necessarily  that  the  defendant  had  probable  cause  to  cora- 
mence  the  prosecution  for  larceny,  and  that  the  finding  to  the 
contrary^  implied  by  the  statute,  mu&t  be  set  aside  as  con- 
trary to  the  dear  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 

While  tliis  necessitates  reversal  of  the  judgment  and  a  di- 
rection to  enter  judgment  dismissing  the  complaint,  we  deem 
it  proper  to  notice  a  ruling  upon  evidence  which  was  fully 
argued.  Upon  the  defendant's  cross-examination  he  was 
asked  whether  he  had  not  been  convicted  and  fined  for  con- 
tempt of  court  twelve  years  previously,  during  the  trial  of 
an  action  to  which  he  was  a  party ;  such  contempt  consisting 
in  treating  a  juryman  in  a  house  of  ill-fama  The  defend- 
ant not  being  willing  to  admit  the  fact  that  the  alleged  treat- 
ing was  done  in  a  house  of  ill-fame,  the  plaintiff  was  allowed 
to  read  in  evidence  the  entire  record  in  the  contempt  proceed- 
ings from  the  complaint  to  the  judgment,  as  a  part  of  the 
cross-examination.  We  think  this  was  erroneous  for  at  least 
two  reasons:  First,  the  statute  allows  the  "conviction  of  a 
criminal  offense"  to  be  proven  to  affect  the  credibility  of  a 
witness,  either  by  the  record  or  by  cross-examination  of  the 
witness  (sec  4073,  Stats.  1898),  and  conviction  of  a  con- 
tempt of  court,  either  civil  or  criminal,  is  not  a  conviction  of 
a  "criminal  offense,"  as  very  plainly  appears  from  the  pro- 
visions of  sec  2569,  StatSw  (1898),  which  expressly  provides 
that  persons  punished  for  contempt  even  criminally  shall 
still  be  liable  to  indictment  or  information  for  the  offense. 
Second,  even  if  it  were  proper  imder  the  section  named  to 
prove  conviction  for  contempt  of  court  by  the  record,  the 
proof  should  consist  of  the  record  of  the  conviction  or  judg- 
ment alone,  and  not  the  full  record  of  the  case,  which  may 
well  contain  matters  and  charges  derogatory  in  their  nature, 
well  calculated  to  prejudice  the  jury,  but  which  in  fact  are 
no  part  of  the  judgment  and  may  never  have  been  proven. 

It  is  said  that  the  evidence  was  proper  under  the  general 
rale  that  upon  cross-examination  inquiries  into  the  previous 
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life,  habits,  and  occupations  of  a  witness  may  be  properly 
allowed  in  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court,  as  tending  to 
throw  light  on  his  veracity.  State  v.  Nergaard,  124  Wia. 
414,  102  N.  W.  899.  The  line  is  sometimes  difficult  to 
draw  in  this  field,  but  we  are  satisfied  that  a  single  isolated 
act  of  contempt  of  court,  committed  twelve  years  prior  to  tie 
trial,  does  not  properly  oome  within  the  rule.  It  can  hardly 
be  said  to  give  character  to  the  life  of  the  witness,  and  fur- 
thermore its  remoteness  in  point  of  time  should  bar  its  ad- 
mission. 

By  the  Cowrt. — Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
with  directions  to  dismiss  the  complaint 


EoENio,  Appellant,  vs.  Koenio,  Respondent 

October  27 — November  12,  1909, 

Pleading:  Evidentiary  matter:  Contracts:  Support  of  parent:  Cow%^ 
pensation:  Evidence:  Questions  for  jury, 

1.  Where,  in  an  action  against  plaintiff's  sister  to  recover  the  valiM 

of  services  rendered  and  expenses  incurred  at  her  request  in 
supporting  her  father,  the  complaint,  after  stating  that  cause  of 
action,  further  alleged  that  defendant,  in  consideration  of  the 
support  of  her  father,  had  received  hy  his  will  his  entire  estate^ 
and  that  she  had  failed  personally  to  support  him.  but  had  en- 
gaged plaintiff  to  do  so  for  her,  which  he  did  as  before  stated, 
these  last  allegations  were  properly  stricken  from  the  pleading 
as  being  a  relation  of  mere  evidentiary  circumstances. 

2.  Evidence  in  such  case  that  defendant  had  received  or  been 

promised  her  father's  property  as  consideration  for  supportins 
him  before  she  requested  plaintiff  to  do  so,  would  have  been 
competent  as  tending  to  show  a  mutual  understanding  that  she 
would  compensate  plaintiff;  but  mere  statements  mad«  hj 
plaintiff  on  his  crcs^examination  (which  were  properly  stricken 
out  because  not  responsive  to  any  question)  that  he  expected 
pay  from  defendant  because  she  got  the  father's  property,  would 
not,  if  they  had  remained  in  the  case,  have  tended  to  show 
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that  defendant  received  the  property  pursuant  to  any  promise 
made  before  said  request. 
8.  The  mere  facts  that  a  son  was  requested  by  his  sister  to  sup- 
port their  father;  that  he  did  so  for  twelve  years  without  sug- 
gesting, until  after  the  father's  death,  that  he  expected  com- 
pensation from  the  sister;  that  the  sister  received  by  the  will 
the  father's  property;  and  that  the  son  claimed  compensation 
out  of  the  father's  estate, — were  not  sufficient  to  carry  to  the 
Jury  the  question  whether  there  waa  an  agreement  or  under- 
standing that  the  sister  was  to  compensate  hinou 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

Action  to  recover,  on  contract,  the  reasonable  value  of 
plaintiff's  services  and  expenditures  in  supporting  his  father. 
The  action  was  against  a  sister  upon  the  theory  that  she  be- 
came obligated  to  the  father  to  support  him  by  reason  of  his 
having  agreed  to  make  her  his  heir,  and  that  she  employed 
plaintiff  to  aid  her  in  satisfying  her  obligation,  which  he  did, 
rendering  the  services  and  incurring  the  expenses  in  ques- 
tion. 

Following  the  statement  of  a  cause  of  action,  in  general 
terms,  to  recover  for  the  reasonable  value  of  services  ren- 
dered and  for  expenses  incurred  by  plaintiff  at  the  request  of 
defendant,  the  complaint  contained  a  paragraph  to  the  effect 
that  defendant,  in  consideration  of  support  of  her  father,  re- 
ceived by  his  will  his  estate  valued  at  $3,500 ;  that  she  failed 
to  personally  render  the  service  and  engaged  plaintiff  to  do 
so  in  ber  stead,  which  he  did,  as  stated  in  the  general  declara- 
tion of  his  cause  of  action. 

Defendant  joined  issue  on  all  allegations  of  the  complaint, 
except  as  to  the  relationship  of  the  parties,  and  that  plaintiff 
aided  in  supporting  the  father. 

On  motion,  the  added  paragraph  of  the  complaint,  above 
mentioned,  was  stricken  out  as  surplusage. 

There  was  evidence  to  this  effect:  In  1896,  plaintiff,  a 
miller  by  trade,  and  a  married  man,  was  residing  in  a  home 
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of  his  own.     The  father  of  plaintiff  and  defendant  possessed 
a  competency  and  boarded  at  a  hotel,  his  expenses  being  paid 
by  defendant.     In  such  situation,  in  October,  1898,  plaintiff 
visited  defendant,  by  her  written  invitation.     She  then  in- 
formed plaintiff  that  the  care  of  her  father  was  too  much  of 
a  burden  for  her  and  requested  him  to  assist,  which  he  con- 
sented to  do.     The  father  was  present  and  assented  to  the 
arrangement     Following  thatj  for  a  period  of  some  twelve 
years,  terminating  with  death  of  the  father,  he  resided  with 
the  plaintiff  and  was  supported  and  cared  for  by  him,  with- 
out making  any  claim  upon  defendant  therefor  in  the  mean- 
time.    There  was  further  evidence  that  plaintiff  expected 
defendant  to  pay  for  the  service  because  she  asked  him  to  per- 
form it,  and  that  he  filed  a  claim  against  the  father's  estate 
because  she  got  his  property,  on  the  theory  that  she  should 
pay  the  claim  if  it  was  not  otherwise  paid.     No  proof  was 
offered  or  received  to  the  effect  that,  in  the  lifetime  of  the 
father,  defendant  agreed  to  take  care  of  him  in  consideration 
of  a  promise  to  be  paid  therefor  by  being  made  his  benefici- 
ary by  will.     On  cross-examination,  unresponsively,  plaint- 
iff  stated  twice  that  he  had  thought  defendant  should  pay  his 
claim  because  she  got  the  father's  property.     The  closing  in- 
cidents of  the  evidence  were  a  question  as  to  whether  plaint- 
iff knew  at  the  time  he  was  asked  by  defendant  to  aid  her  in 
caring  for  the  father,  that  she  had  acquired,  or  was  about  to 
receive,  property  from  him  as  consideraticoi  for  supporting 
bim,  an  objection  to  the  question,  at  first  sustained,  but,  upon 
it  being  stated  that  the  question  was  confined  to  what  oc- 
curred at  the  time  plaintiff  was  requested  to  take  care  of  the 
father,  the  court  saying  the  question  could  be  answered  if 
counsel  purposed  proving  anything  on  the  subject  which  was 
said  at  the  time  of  the  request.     Thereupon  the  subject  was 
dropped.     At  the  close  of  plaintiff's  evidence,  on  motion  of 
counsel  for  defendant,  a  nonsuit  was  granted  and  judgment 
was  rendered  accordingly. 
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For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
John  F.  Walermolen. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Minahan  &  Minor 
han,  and  oral  argument  by  F.  I.  Minahan^ 

Marshall,  J*  It  seems  clear,  the  features  of  the  com- 
plaint respecting  defendant  having  received  her  father's  es- 
tate  as  consideration  for  supporting  him,  and  that  she  did 
not  do  so,  but  plaintiff  did  by  her  request,  as  indicated  in  the 
cause  of  action  stated,  were  a  relation  of  mere  evidentiary 
circumstances  and,  as  such,  not  properly  pleadable.  So  no 
error  was  committed  in  striking  such  relation  from  the  plead- 
ing. 

Doubtless  the  fact,  if  there  were  such,  that  respondent  had 
received  or  been  promised  her  father's  property  as  considera- 
tion for  supporting  him  before  she  requested  plaintiff  to  do 
so, — ^would  be  entitled  to  considerable  significance  on  the 
question  of  whether  there  was  a  mutual  understanding  at  the 
time  of  such  request,  that  she  should  compensate  appellant, 
as  he  claims  was  the  fact.  So  proof  of  the  existence  of  such 
circumstance  was  competent.  The  difficulty  with  appel- 
lant's position,  however,  is  that  no  evidence  on  the  subject 
was  offered.  Mere  unresponsive  suggestions  that  appellant 
expected  pay  from  respondent  because  she  got  the  father's 
property,  were  properly  stricken  out  because  of  their  unre- 
sponsive character.  Had  the  evidence  remained  in  the  case 
it  would  not  have  established  or  tended  to  establish  the  claim 
that  respondent  received  the  property  pursuant  to  a  promise, 
made  prior  to  the  alleged  implied  agreement  to  pay  respond- 
ent for  caring  for  the  father. 

It  is  considered  that  the  question  as  to  whether  appellant 
knew  when  respondent  requested  him  to  care  for  the  father, 
that  she  had  received,  or  was  about  to  receive,  property  from 
the  latter  as  consideration  for  supporting  him,  and  the  offer 
to  allow  any  evidence  that  appellant  might  offer  as  to  what 
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was  then  said  on  the  subject  between  the  parties,  opened  the 
door  for  appellant  to  prove  the  circumstance  relied  on,  if  it 
existed  and  was  in  mutual  contemplation,  by  anything  said 
at  the  time  the  request  was  made  by  respondent  of  appellant, 
upon  which  the  claim  against  the  former  was  predicated. 

As  the  case  stood  at  the  close  of  the  evidence,  there  was  no 
proof  that  respondent  received  her  father's  estate  in  consid- 
eration of  her  having  promised  to  support  him,  and  no  sug- 
gestion that  any  proof  could  be  produced,  other  than  that  re- 
spondent did  receive  the  father's  property,  which,  standing 
alone,  had  the  evidence  been  produced,   would   not  have 
raised  a  jury  question  as  to  whether  there  was>  as  claimed,  a 
mutual   understanding  twelve  years  before.      Ther©   were 
the  mere  circumstances,  that  appellant,  who  was  morally,  as 
well  as  respondent,  bound  to  support  the  father  if  he  needed 
assistance,  which  does  not  appear  to  be  the  fact,  was  re- 
quested by  respondent  to  assume  such  care;  that  he  did  so 
and  carried  the  burden  twelve  years  without  any  sruggestion 
in  the  meantime  that  he  expected  compensation  from  his  sis- 
ter; and  that  he  claimed  such  compensation  in  the  end  out 
of  the  father's  estate.     Such  circumstances  come  far  short 
of  sufficient  to  warrant  holding  that  it  appeared,  with  reason- 
able certainty,  that  there  was  a  mutual  understandings  as 
claimed,  at  the  time  appellant  took  the  father  under  his  care. 
Therefore,  the  motion  for  a  nonsuit  was  properly  granted. 
By  the  Court. — ^Judgment  affirmed. 
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SODEKHEIMEB,    Appellant,    vs.    ChIOAOO  &   NOBTHWSSTEBN 

Railway  Company,  Respondent. 

October  2S—Noveml>er  IB,  1909. 

'Mailroada:  KiUinff  of  horse  on  track:  Evidence:  InstructionB  invad- 

ing  province  of  jury, 

1.  Upon  the  eyldencc  In  an  action  for  the  value  of  a  horse  killed  on 

defendant's  track  it  is  held  that  the  trial  court  properly  refused 
to  direct  a  verdict  for  defendant. 

2.  The  evidence  being  conflicting  as  to  whether  the  horse  was  killed 

at  a  highway  crossing  or  north  thereof  on  defendant's  track  be- 
yond a  cattle-guard  alleged  to  have  been  defective,  a  charge  to 
the  Jury  laying  stress  upon  the  strength  of  the  testimony  of  the 
engineer  of  the  train,  who  testified  for  defendant,  and  upon  the 
weakness  of  the  plaintiff's  evidence,  stating  In  effect  that  the 
engineer  was  either  telling  the  truth  or  wilfully  lying,  and  in- 
timating that  he  was  telling  the  truth,  is  held  prejudicially  er- 
roneous as  being  argumentative  and  invading  the  province  of 
the  Jury. 

'^,  Further  instructions,  as  to  the  testimony  of  the  engineer,  that 
there  was  nothing  improbable  in  bis  story  and  nothing  to  sug- 
gest why  it  would  be  more  favorable  to  him  to  have  the  horse 
struck  at  one  place  than  another,  that  there  was  nothing  to 
impeach  him  unless  certain  tracks  seen  by  a  witness  for  plaint- 
iff were  actually  tracks  made  by  this  horse,  and  that  the  Jury 
must  endeavor  to  reconcile  other  testimony  with  that  of  the 
engineer,  are  held  erroneous  and  prejudicial  because  precluding 
the  Jury  from  considering,  in  weighing  the  engineer's  testimony, 
his  employment  by  the  defendant,  his  appearance  and  demeanor, 
the  probability  of  his  story,  and  other  proper  tests. 

-4.  A  charge  that  the  testimony  of  a  witness  was  of  a  negative  char- 
acter and  not  entitled  to  the  same  weight  as  that  of  another 
witness  was  erroneous,  both  because  the  testimony  of  the  first 
witness,  though  negative  in  form,  was  positive  in  fact,  and  be- 
cause the  Jury  might  well  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  witnesses 
were  not  equally  credible. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county :  S.  D.  Hastings,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  is  an  action  brought  to  recover  the  value  of  a  horse 
bulled  by  one  of  defendant's  trains  through  the  alleged  negli- 
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gence  of  the  defendant  in  not  maintaining  a  suitable  cattle- 
gaard  on  the  northeasterly  side  of  its  right  of  way  where  a 
highway  crossed  the  same.  The  questions  involved  wer& 
whether  the  horse  was  struck  north  of  the  cattle-guard  or  <m 
the  public  highway,  and  whether  any  want  of  ordinary  care 
on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  contributed  proximately  to  the  loss 
of  the  horse.  The  jury  found  that  there  was  no  contributory 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  and  that  the  horse  was 
not  struck  north  of  the  cattle-guard.  The  evidence  was  con- 
flicting as  to  whether  or  not  tlie  horse  was  struck  north  of  the 
cattle-guard,  there  being  evidence  that  he  was  struck  on  the 
highway  south  of  the  cattle-guard  and  also  evidence  tending 
to  show  that  he  was  struck  about  fifty  feet  north  of  the  cattle- 
guard.  One  witness  testified  that  he  saw  tracks  where  the 
horse  had  walked  through  a  ditch  from  the  pasture  from 
which  he  escaped,  and  saw  where  the  hdrse  turned  and  crossed 
the  cattle-guard,  and  also  tracks  from  the  cattle-guard  north 
on  the  right  of  way  about  fifty  or  sixty  feet  and  saw  no  tracks 
beyond  this ;  also  found  hair  and  a  piece  of  bone  between  the 
place  where  he  found  the  last  tracks  and  where  the  horse  lay ; 
that  the  tracks  appeared  to  be  fresh  horse  tracks,  and  such 
distance  apart  as  to  indicate  that  the  horse  was  walking  from 
a  point  near  the  cattle-guard  northerly.  The  engineer  on  the 
train  testified  that  the  engine  struck  the  horse  on  the  highway 
crossing  south  of  the  cattle-guard,  and  that  at  the  time  the 
train  was  moving  at  a  speed  of  from  fifty  to  sixty  miles  an 
hour;  that  there  was  a  curve  in  the  track  as  it  approached  the 
crossing,  and  that  with  the  train  going  north  he  was  on  the 
inside  of  the  curve  as  he  approached  the  crossing,  and  that  he 
would  have  to  be  at  least  600  or  600  feet  souUi  of  the  crossing 
before  he  could  see  the  west  rail  of  the  track  at  the  highway, 
and  that  the  horse  approached  from  the  west  and  came  onto 
the  crossing  and  turned  north,  and  about  the  time  it  turned 
north  it  was  struck ;  that  he  practically  struck  the  horse  when 
he  saw  it,  being  within  100  feet  of  the  crossing  when  he  first 
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saw  the  horse ;  that  the  carve  south  of  the  crossing  was  about 
800  feet  from  the  crossing,  and  that  at  sixty  miles  an  hour  the 
train  would  travel  from  the  curve  to  the  crossing  in  one  or  two 
seconds.  Another  witness,  who  was  working  on  the  track 
about  2,400  feet  north  of  the  crossing,  testified  that  he  saw 
the  train  as  it  approached,  but  saw  no  horse  at  the  crossing 
nor  north  of  it  Another  witness,  who  was  on  a  load  of  hay 
east  of  the  track  a  little  over  a  block  from  the  highway  cross- 
ing with  nothing  to  obstruct  the  view,  testified  that  she  saw 
the  train  pass  over  the  crossing  and  no  horse  was  struck  there, 
and  that  if  there  had  been  she  would  have  seen  it,  and  that 
her  view  north  of  the  cattle-guard  was  obstructed  by  bushes 
along  the  right  of  way.  The  court  overruled  a  motion  by 
defendant  for  a  directed  verdict. 

Plaintiff  duly  excepted  to  the  following  portion  of  the 
charge : 

"Now  there  is  but  one  witness  who  has  testified  who  says 
he  positively  knows  what  the  fact  is,  and  that  is  Mr.  Kittel. 
The  circumstances  were  such  as  detailed  by  him  as  to  show 
that  he  could  not  be  mistaken.  He  testifies  positively  to  a 
fact  which  he  must  have  in  his  own  knowledge,  and  he  is  either 
telling  the  truth  or  he  is  wilfully  telling  a  falsehood.  There 
is  nothing  improbable  in  his  story.  There  is  no  chance  for 
his  being  mistaken,  and  nothing  to  suggest  any  motive  on  his 
part  for  falsifying  in  reference  to  it — ^that  is,  there  is  nothing 
in  the  situation  or  his  connection  with  the  accident  which 
would  suggest  any  reason  why  it  would  be  more  favorable  to 
him  to  have  the  horse  struck  one  place  or  the  other.  Is  he 
wilfully  lying  when  he  says  he  struck  the  horse  on  the  high- 
way ?  Now,  as  I  said,  there  is  no  testimony  from  any  witness 
who  claims  to  know  positively  where  the  horse  was  struck, 
except  Mr.  Kittel.  The  plaintiff  relies  upon  circumstances, 
and  those  circumstances  are  the  alleged  finding  of  tracks 
north  of  the  cattle-guard  which  were  the  tracks  made  by  this 
horse.  Now,  in  considering  the  testimony  in  reference  to 
those  tracks,  you  have  two  things  to  consider,  and  the  first  is: 
Are  the  witnesses  who  testify  telling  the  truth  ?  They  may 
be  telling  the  truth,  not  intending  to  falsify  as  to  anything, 
Vou  140-40 
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but  they  may  be  mistaken.  And  the  next  question  you  have 
to  consider — ^Are  they  mistaken  ?  Is  what  they  saw,  assum- 
ing that  they  are  telling  the  truth,  shown  to  be  tracks  made 
by  this  horse,  or  are  they  mistaken  in  reference  to  what  they 
saw,  in  their  supposition — conclusion — ^that  those  tracks  were 
made  by  this  horse  i  Unless  you  are  satisfied  that  they  are 
honest,  what  they  saw  were  tracks  made  by  this  horse,  or  a 
horse,  while  he  was  walking  or  running,  then  there  is  no  con- 
flict of  testimony  in  this  case  at  all.  There  is  nothing  to 
impeach  or  overcome  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Kittel  unless  what 
they  saw  were  actually  tracks  made  by  this  horse.  Drop  that 
out  of  the  case  and  there  is  no  evidence  in  this  case  tending 
to  show  that  the  horse  was  not  struck  just  as  Mr.  Kittel  testi- 
fies that  it  was.  Now,  you  will  consider  whether  if  that  horse 
oame  onto  the  track  as  Mr.  Kittel  testified  it  did,  whether  it 
could  not  have  done  so  without  her  seeing  it,  even  if  she  had 
been  looking  right  at  the  train  all  the  time ;  and  then  her  tes- 
timony is  of  a  negative  character,  which  is  not  entitled  to  the 
same  weight  as  positive  testimony.  She  simply  says  that  she 
didn't  see  the  horse.  She  saw  the  train,  but  she  didn't  see 
the  horse.  That  may  be  perfectly  consistent  with  the  truth 
of  Mr.  Kittel's  statement  that  the  horse  came  on  the  track 
and  was  killed  just  as  he  said.  And  the  testimony  of  the  sec- 
tion^an  is  of  a  negative  character.  He  doesn't  say  that  there 
wasn't  any  horse  on  the  track.  It  is  conceded  by  everybody 
there  was  a  horse  on  the  track  somewheres,  and  that  he  might 
have  seen  it  by  looking.  He  didn't  see  it.  The  only  argu- 
ment that  can  be  made  from  that  is  that  if  the  horse  had  bo«i 
on  the  track,  walking  north  of  the  highway,  he  would  have 
been  much  more  apt  to  have  seen  it  than  he  would  have  been 
had  it  come  onto  the  track  as  Mr.  Kittel  testified  it  did." 

Motions  were  made  by  plaintiff  to  amend  the  verdict  and 
for  a  new  trial,  which  were  denied  and  due  exception  taken, 
and  judgment  was  rendered  in  favor  of  the  defendant,  from 
which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Sheridan  <£  Evans, 
and  oral  argument  by  P.  Sheridaru, 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  William  0,  Wheeler. 
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Kerwin,  J.  The  appellant  claims  tiiat  the  judgment 
should  be  reversed  for  error  in  the  charge.  We  have  set  out 
in  the  statement  of  facts  the  portion  of  the  charge  excepted  to 
and  need  not  recite  it  here.  The  main  contention  of  the  re- 
spondent is  that,  regardless  of  any  alleged  errors  in  the  charge, 
the  judgment  should  be  affirmed,  because  the  court  should 
have  directed  a  verdict  for  the  defendant  at  the  close  of  the 
evidence;  therefore  the  plaintiff  was  not  prejudiced  br  any 
subsequent  error.  This,  of  course,  involves  the  question 
whether  the  evidence  wa»  such  as  to  warrant  the  court  in 
directing  a  verdict  for  defendant.  We  cannot  agree  with 
counsel  for  respondent  that  a  verdict  should  have  been  di- 
i:ected.  There  was  ample  evidence  to  support  a  verdict  for 
plaintiff.  We  have  referred  to  the  evidence  briefly  in  the 
statement  of  facts  and  need  not  repeat  it  here. 

We  therefore  come  to  the  question  whether  the  case  was 
fairly  submitted  to  the  jury  without  prejudicial  error.  The 
vital  question  for  determination  by  the  jury  was  whether  the 
horse  was  killed  notth  of  the  cattle-guard.  Upon  this  ques- 
tion there  was  a  sharp  conflict  in  the  evidence,  and,  in  view 
of  its  character,  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  issue 
be  fairly  presented  to  the  jury.  We  think  the  charge  was  well 
calculated  to  impress  the  jury  with  the  idea  that  they  should 
find  that  the  horse  was  killed  on  the  highway  crossing  and 
not  north  of  the  cattle-guard.  The  great  stress  placed  by  the 
<x)urt  upon  the  strength  of  the  evidence  of  defendant's  wit- 
ness Kittel  and  the  weakness  of  the  evidence  of  plaintiff's 
witnesses  was  strikingly  set  forth  in  the  charge.  The  court 
told  the  jury  in  effect  that  Kittel  either  wiKuUy  swore  falsely 
or  was  telling  the  truth,  and  used  other  language  intimating 
that  he  was  telling  the  truth,  and  thus  invaded  the  province 
of  the  jury,  who  were  charged  with  the  duty  of  passing  upon 
the  credibility  of  the  evidence.  This  portion  of  the  charge 
was  prejudicial  error  on  the  ground  that  it  was  argumentative 
and  invaded  the  province  of  the  jury.     Dvngmam,  v.  State ^ 
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48  Wis.  485,  4  K  W.  668 ;  Comv^ay  v.  Mitchell  97  Wis.  290, 
72  'N.  W.  752 ;  Schutz  v.  State,  125  Wis.  452,  104  If.  W.  90. 
By  the  charge  the  jury  were  not  permitted  to  find  that  Eittel 
was  mistaken,  but  were  forced  to  find  that  he  either  told  the 
truth  or  wilfully  swore  falsely.  We  think  the  jury  would 
have  been  justified  in  finding  that  he  was  mistaken,  although 
he  honestly  believed  he  was  telling  the  truth.  In  view  of  the 
situation  as  set  out  in  the  statement  of  facts,  it  seems  clear 
that  Kittel  may  have  been  mistaken  as  to  whether  the  horse 
was  north  or  south  of  the  cattlfe-guard  when  struck,  and 
whether  the  conflict  of  evidence  in  that  regard  might  not  have 
been  accounted  for  on  the  ground  of  innocent  mistake  was  a 
proper  question  for  the  jury.  Moore  v.  Kendall,  2  Pin.  99 ; 
Ely  V.  Tesch,  17  Wis.  202 ;  Boherts  v.  State,  84  Wis.  361,  54 
X.  W.  580;  /Swi<A  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  170  N.  T.  394,  63 
K  E.  338. 

The  court  further,  after  instructing  the  jury  that  the  wit- 
ness Kittel  was  eiUier  telling  the  truth  or  wilfully  falsifying, 
told  them  in  effect  that  there  was  nothing  improbable  in  his 
story,  nothing  that  would  suggest  why  it  would  be  more  favor- 
able to  him  to  have  the  horse  struck  at  one  place  than  at  the 
other,  and  that,  there  was  nothing  to  impeach  or  overcome  his 
testimony  unless  what  plaintiff's  witness  saw  were  actually 
tracks  made  by  this  horse,  and  that  they  must  endeavor  to 
reconcile  other  testimony  in  the  case  with  Mr.  Kittel's.  This 
instruction  was  clearly  erroneous  and  prejudicial,  because  it 
excluded  from  the  jury  the  right  to  consider  KitteFs  employ- 
ment by  the  defendant  as  a  circumstance  to  be  considered  in 
weighing  his  testimony,  as  well  as  the  appearance  of  the  wit- 
ness, his  demeanor,  and  the  probability  or  improbability  of 
his  story,  and  from  weighing  his  testimony  in  the  light  of 
well-recognized  tests  permissible  for  that  purpose. 

Other  portions  of  the  charge  respecting  the  credibility  of 
the  evidence  of  the  witness  Miss  Cormier  and  the  rule  respect- 
ing positive  and  negative  testimony,  referring  to  the  testi- 
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mony  of  Miss  Cormier  and  Mr.  Eittel,  were  erroneous  and 
calculated  to  prejudice  the  jury,  because  it  was  not  correct 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  to  tell  tlie  jury  that  Miss 
Cormier's  testimony  was  not  entitled  to  the  same  weight  as 
that  of  Mr.  Kittel  because  negative  in  form  though  positive 
in  fact,  since  the  jury  might  well  be  of  the  opinion,  independ- 
ent of  the  character  of  the  evidence  as  to  being  positive  or 
negative,  that  the  witnesses  were  not  equally  credible,  and 
whether  they  were  or  not  was  clearly  for  the  jury.  Anderson 
V.  HorlicVs  M.  M.  Co.  137  Wis.  569,  575,  119  K  W.  342; 
Ycm  Salvellergh  v.  Green  Bay  T.  Co.  132  Wis.  166,  111  N. 
W.  1120;  Jones,  Ev.  (2d  ed.)  §  898  (901);  17  Cyc.  801. 
We  see  no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  the  jury  must  have 
been  prejudiced  by  the  errors  committed  in  the  charge ;  there- 
fore the  judgment  must  be  reversed. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  of  the  court  below  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 


Day,  Bespondent,  vs.  Egebtsen  and  wife.  Appellants. 

October  28— November  12, 1909. 

Vendor  and  purchaser  of  land:  Boundaries:  Area:  False  revresentor 

tions:  Rescission. 

1.  In  an  action  by  the  vendor  for  specific  performance  of  a  land  con- 

tract»  findings  as  to  the  true  location  of  a  quarter-post  as  estab- 
lished by  the  original  government  survey,  and  that  the  true 
boundaries  of  the  tract  sold  were  pointed  out  by  the  vendor  to 
the  vendee,  are  held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

2.  A  mere  representation  by  description  In  a  land  contract  that  the 

land  is  half  of  a  certain  designated  quarter-section  cannot  In 
an  action  for  deceit  or  for  rescission  be  held  to  be  a  represen- 
tation that  it  contains  eighty  acres. 

3.  Designation  of  a  tract  of  land  In  conversation  between  the  vendor 

and  vendee  as  "the  east  eighty"  of  a  certain  quarter-section  was 
not  in  this  case  Intended  or  understood  as  a  representation  of 
quantity  or  area,  but  was  merely  a  short  way  of  referring  to 
the  government  subdivision. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgmfint  of  the  circuit  court  for  Busk 
county :  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Charles  Kirwaai  and  Arthur  E.  Coe,  for  the  appellants, 
cited,  among  other  cases,  ZurJcer  v.  Kuehn,  113  Wis.  421, 
88  N.  W.  606;  Bird  v.  Kleiner,  41  Wis.  134;  Beyer  v.  8L 
Paul  F.  d;  M.  Ins.  Co.  112  Wis.  138,  88  N.  W.  57 ;  Colz- 
liavsen  v.  Simon,  47  Wis.  103,  1  N.  W.  473 ;  Castenholz  v. 
Ileller,  82  Wis.  30,  51  I^".  W.  432;  Kaiser  v.  Nvmmerdor, 
120  Wis.  234,  97  K  W.  932 ;  Combs  v.  Scott,  76  Wis.  662, 
45  N.  W.  532 ;  Park  v.  M.,  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M.  B.  Go.  114 
Wis.  347,  89.  K  W.  532;  Ludinglon  v.  Patton,  111  Wis.  208, 
86  N.  W.  671 ;  Gates  v.  Panrdy,  93  Wis.  294,  66  N.  W.  253, 

67  K  W.  739. 

W.  jff.  Stafford  and  Glenn  H.  WUliams,  for  the  respondent^ 
cited,  besides  other  authorities,  Bailey  v.  CosteUo,  94  Wis.  87, 

68  'N.  W.  663 ;  Inffcrsoll  v.  Seatoft,  111  Wis.  461,  87  N.  W. 
460 ;  Bice  v.  Jerenson,  54  Wis.  248,  11  N.  W.  649 ;  Harrigan 
V.  Gilchrist,  121  Wis.  127,  99  N.  W.  909 ;  Fleischfresser  v. 
Schmidt,  41  Wis.  223;  Neff  v.  Paddock,  26  Wis.  546;  GU- 
man  v.  Brown,  115  Wis.  1,  91  N.  W.  227 ;  Standard  Mfg.  Co. 
V.  Slot,  121  Wis.  14,  98  K  W.  923 ;  Peterson  v.  Chase,  115 
Wis.  239,  91  K  W.  687;  Shawano  v.  Cayouette,  134  Wis.  31, 
114  N.  W.  93 ;  My  Laundry  Co.  v.  Schmeling,  129  Wis.  597, 
109  N.  W.  540. 

Timlin,  J.  This  is  a  suit  for  specific  performance  brought 
by  the  vendor  in  a  land  contract  against  the  vendee  and  wife. 
The  land  was  described  in  the  contract  as  the  east  half  of  the 
southwest  quarter  of  section  36,  town  35,  range  8  west,  and 
not  otherwise.  This  action  was  defended  upon  the  ground, 
as  stated  in  the  answer  and  counterclaims,  that  the  vendor 
falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  and  pointed  out  certain 
fences  as  marking  the  east  and  the  west  boundary  lines  of  the 
tract  sold,  when  in  truth  such  east  and  west  boundary  lines 
were  each  twenty-nine  rods  further  cast  than  the  said  fences 
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at  tlie  south  end  and  about  the  same  distance  east  of  said  f  enoes 
at  the  north  end  of  the  tract  in  question.  The  land  which  lies 
between  the  true  western  boundary  line  of  the  land  described 
in  tiie  land  oontract  and  the  fence  pointed  out  consists  of 
about  twenty-nine  acres  of  good  first-class  cleared  plow  land^ 
and  the  land  which  lies  between  the  true  eastern  boundary 
line  of  the  tract  described  in  the  land  contract  and  the  east 
fence  is  about  twenty-nine  acres  of  flat^  swampy,  and  unim- 
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The  above  diagram  is  copied  from  that  annexed  to  the  findings  of  the 
trial  conrt  The  quarter-poet  was  foand  to  have  been  established  at  the 
point  A.  The  eastern  and  western  boundaries  of  the  land  in  question  are 
represented  by  the  lines  AD  and  BC—  Bep 
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proved  land.  The  first-mfintioned  twenty-nine  acres  is  in  the 
possession  of  William  Topp,  who  claims  by  warranty  deed 
under  the  plaintiff^  and  the  second  twenty-nine  acres  is  held 
and  claimed  and  inclosed  by  one  John  Tymon^  who  claims  to 
be  the  owner  thereof. 

This  defense,  properly  understood,  avers  no  shortage  in  the 
quantity  of  land  agreed  to  be  conveyed.  If  the  west  fence  was 
twenty-nine  rods  west  of  the  true  west  boundary  and  the  east 
fence  twenty-nine  rods  west  of  the  true  east  boundary,  the 
tract  inclosed  by  the  fences  would  be  exactly  equal  in  area  to 
the  tract  inclosed  by  the  true  boundarieS|  although  not  identi- 
cal in  location  on  the  ground,  and  of  course,  if  the  true  bound- 
ary on  the  west  is  twenty-nine  rods  east  of  the  west  fence  and 
the  true  boundary  on  the  east  is  twenty-nine  rods  east  of  the 
east  fence,  tlie  tract  inclosed  by  the  true  boundaries  is  exactly 
equal  to  the  tract  inclosed  by  the  fences,  ^o  discrepancy  in 
the  north  and  south  extension  of  the  land  is  claimed.  Not- 
withstanding this,  it  seems  to  have  been  taken  for  granted  at 
the  trial  that  there  was  some  difference  in  area  between  what 
the  defendant  considered  the  true  boundaries  and  the  tract 
inclosed  by  the  fences.     The  court  found,  among  other  things, 

''that  plaintiff  made  no  misrepresentations  as  to  the  quantity 
of  land,  that  the  boundary  lines  of  said  land  "were  correctly 
represented  to  said  defendant  Lavst  S.  J.  Egertsen  by  the 
plaintiff,  and  the  east  and  west  lines  are  substantially  as  indi- 
cated by  the  fences  then  on  such  sides,  and  the  south  quarter- 
post  of  said  section  was  duly  established  where  the  original 
government  survey  located  and  established  it  upon  the  ground 
and  as  originally  designated  upon  the  ground  by  original 
landmarks  of  the  survey  and  location  of  said  quarter-post,  and 
is  at  a  point  in  the  highway  indicated  by  an  iron  peavy  socket 
simk  in  the  ground  near  the  center  of  tie  highway,  southerly 
from  the  southeast  corner  of  said  fence,  said  fence  and  the 
southeast  comer  thereof  being  located  near  the  northerly  mar- 
gin of  said  highway." 

He  annexed  a  diagram  to  his  findings,  representing  the 
boundaries  of  the  land  in  question  by  red  lines  lettore<l  as 
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there  indicated.  This  represents  the  land  described  in  the 
land  contract  as  subdivided  agreeably  to  the  south  quarter- 
post  of  section  36,  and  it  is  conceded  that  the  land  thus  de- 
scribed in  the  iSndings  lacks  about  ten  acres  of  the  usual 
eighty-acre  content 

From  the  foregoing  it  will  be  seen  that  the  defendants  were 
defeated  because  it  was  found  that  the  true  boundaries  of  the 
tract  sold  were  pointed  out  or  represented  by  the  vendor ;  that 
is  to  say,  conforming  substantially  to  the  fences  then  existing 
on  the  east  and  on  the  west  sides.  There  is  much  evidence  to 
support  this  finding  of  fact,  and  it  is  an  inflexible  rule  of  this 
court  to  refuse  to  disturb  findings  so  made.  It  would  serve 
no  good  purpose  to  discuss  this  evidence  in  detail.  It  is  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  witnesses  were  produced  who  professed  to 
have  seen  and  to  know  the  location  of  the  original  govern- 
ment bearing  trees  for  this  south  quartei^post,  and  from  this 
they  located  the  quarter-post  as  found  by  tlie  court.  The 
quarter-post  as  located  by  some  former  survey  conforming  in 
location  to  these  bearing  trees  was  also  testified  to.  The  loca- 
tion of  this  quarter-post  determined  the  boundaries  and  con- 
tent of  the  land  in  question.  Pickett  v.  Nelson,  79  Wis.  9,  47 
K  W.  936;  Lampe  v.  Kennedy,  49  Wis.  601,  6  K  W.  311; 
Vroman  v.  Dewey j  23  Wis.  530.  Of  course  it  is  possible  that 
these  witnesses  might  be  mistaken  or  might  be  wrong,  but  the 
same  weakness  inheres  in  all  oral  testimony. 

The  defendant  offered  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the 
quarter-post  was  placed,  or  was  lost  and  should  be  re-estab- 
lished, at  a  different  point,  and  if  so  established  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  plaintiff  as  to  the  boundaries  of  the  tract  in 
question  would  have  been  untrue.  But  the  court  found  with 
the  plaintiff,  and  that  finding,  supported  by  evidence,  is  con- 
clusive upon  us.  The  appellant  contends  further  that  it  was 
represented  by  the  plaintiff  that  the  tract  in  question  con- 
tained eighty  acres  of  land,  and  that  it  is  conceded  and  found 
that  there  were  only  about  seventy  acres  in  the  tract.    But  no 
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such  defense  is  pleaded.  It  is  contrary  to  the  pleading  of  de- 
fendant A  mere  representation  by  description  in  a  written 
instrument  that  the  land  is  half  of.  a  certain  designated  quar- 
ter^section  cannot  in  an  action  for  deceit  or  for  rescission  be 
held  to  be  a  representation  that  it  contains  eighty  acres  of 
land.  It  is  weU  known  by  those  familiar  with  government 
surveys  that  the  contrary  is  often  true.  Besides,  the  trial 
court  found  that,  while  this  tract  was  designated  in  conversa- 
tion between  vendor  and  vendee  as  "the  east  eighty,"  this  was 
not  intended  or  understood  as  a  representation  of  quantity  or 
area,  but  as  a  mere  short  way  of  referring  to  the  government 
subdivision.  We  find  no  reversible  error. 
By  the  Covrt. — ^Judgment  affirmed. 


State  ex  eel.  Williams,  Bespondent,  vs.  Sawyeb  County 

and  another,  Appellants. 

October  2&— November  12, 19&9, 

Constitutional  law:  Legislative  power:  Delegation  to  municipalities: 
Statutes:  Partial  iniHiHdiiy:  Special  municipal  courts:  Powers 
of  county  hoard:  Adoption  of  general  law:  Separate  resolution, 
when  necessary:  Mandatory  statute:  Rescission  of  resolutions. 

1.  In  matters  purely  local  and  municipal  the  legislature  may  enact 

a  conditional  law  and  refer  It  to  the  people  or  proper  municipal 
authorities  to  decide  whether  such  law  shall  or  shall  not  have 
force  and  effect  In  their  respective  municipalities. 

2.  Such  a  law  must  he  a  complete  enactment  In  Itself;  and  the  only 

thing  that  may  be  left  to  the  people  to  determine  is  whether 
they  will  avail  themselves  of  Its  provisions. 

3.  Where  parts  of  a  statute  are  valid  and  capable  of  being  executed 

independently  of  other  parts  which  are  Invalid,  the  valid  parts 
may  become  operative  unless  the  coifrt  can  say  that  the  legisla- 
ture intended  that  all  the  provisions  should  be  carried  into  ef- 
fect as  a  whole  and  aa  oondltlona  and  compensations  for  each 
other. 
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4.  Ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  creates  and  establisheB  in  each  county  "one^ 
or  more  courts,  as  may  be  provided  for,"  to  be  known  as  special 
municipal  courts,  and  provides  (sec.  2523 — ^2)  that  the  county 
board  of  any  county  may  adopt  the  act  by  resolution,  and  upon 
such  adoption  may,  "In  like  manner  and  upon  a  like  vote,  pro- 
vide for  a  special  municipal  court  or  courts,"  etc.  Held,  that 
the  act  Is  void  under  sec.  2,  art.  VII,  Ck)nst.,  so  far  as  It  at- 
tempts to  delegate  to  the  county  board  power  to  decide  upon 
the  number  of  courts  to  be  established  in  the  county,  but  is 
valid  to  the  extent  of  creating  and  establishing  one  municipal 
court  in  each  county  (at  least  in  such  counties  as  had  no  mu- 
nicipal court  when  the  act  was  passed),  and  to  such  extent 
only  does  it  become  operative  when  adopted  in  the  manner 
therein  provided. 

6.  Certain  administrative,  and  perhaps  other,  functions  may  prop- 
erly be  conferred  by  such  a  general  law  upon  the  county  board 
to  enable  it  to  execute  and  carry  into  effect  the  law  when 
adopted,  as  the  providing  of  an  office  for  'the  Judge,  determining 
his  salary  and  the  places  where  he  shall  hold  court,  and  the  like. 

6.  The  requirement  in  sec.  2523 — 2,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  651),. 

that  the  law  shall  be  adopted  by  resolution  before  any  action 
shall  be  taken  by  the  county  board  to  provide  for  the  court,  is 
mandatory;  and  where  a  county  board  attempted  in  a  single 
resolution  to  adopt  the  law  and  make  provision  for  a  court 
thereunder,  the  latter  part  of  the  resolution,  at  least,  was  void. 

7.  Whether,  in  such  case,  so  much  of  the  resolution  as  adopted  the* 

law  was  valid,  not  determined.  If  valid  it  cannot  be  rescinded 
by  subsequent  action  of  the  county  board,  at  least  in  the  absence 
of  express  legislative  authority  so  to  do;  but  so  much  of  the- 
resolution  as  was  void  could  properly  be  rescinded. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sawyer 
county :  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  was  a  certiorari  proceeding  hrought  to  review  the  ac- 
tion of  the  county  board  of  Sawyer  county  in  rescinding  a 
former  resolution  passed  by  it  adopting  the  provisions  of 
ch.  661,  Laws  of  1907.  By  a  single  resolution  adopted  by 
the  county  board  at  a  meeting  held  on  March  4th  the  provi- 
sions of  ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  were  adopted  and  a  special 
municipal  court  for  said  county  was  created.  The  resolution 
fixed  the  place  at  which  the  judge  of  such  court  should  hold 
his  office,  and  provided  for  court  accommodations,  an  official 
seal,  necessary  records  and  stationery,  and  for  blanks,  fumi«^ 
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ture,  fuel,  and  lighting.  By  such  resolution  the  county  derk 
was  instructed  to  give  the  requisite  notice  that  such  judge 
would  be  elected  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  April,  1908.  The 
salary  of  such  oflScer  was  fixed  at  $900  per  year.  After  the 
passage  of  such  resolution  the  relator  became  a  candidate  for 
the  oflSce  of  municipal  judge,  and  secured  the  necessary  num- 
ber of  signers  to  have  his  name  placed  on  the  official  ballot, 
and  it  was  so  placed,  and  he  was  elected  on  the  first  Tuesday 
in  April,  1908.  In  the  meantime,  and  on  April  2d,  a  special 
meeting  of  the  county  board  of  Sawyer  county  was  called,  at 
which  meeting  a  resolution  was  passed  rescinding  the  resolu- 
tion adopted  on  March  4th.  The  validity  of  the  resolution 
last  passed  is  attacked  in  this  proceeding.  By  its  judgment 
the  court  annulled  such  resolution  and  declared  it  to  be  void 
and  of  no  effect    Erom  such  judgment  this  appeal  is  taken. 

F,  L.  McNamara,  for  the  appellants. 

Horace  B.  Walvxsley,  for  the  respondent. 

Babnes,  J.  "In  matters  purely  local  and  municipal,  the 
legislature  may  enact  conditional  laws,  and  refer  it  to  the 
people  or  proper  municipal  authorities  to  decide  whether  such 
laws  shall  or  shall  not  have  force  and  effect  in  their  respective 
municipalities."  Slinger  v.  Eermeman,  38  Wis.  610.  Such 
a  law  must  be  a  complete  enactment  in  itself.  It  must  con- 
tain an  entire  and  perfect  declaration  of  the  legislative  will, 
and  it  must  require  nothing  to  perfect  it  as  a  law.  The  only 
thing  that  may  be  left  to  the  people  to  determine  is  whether 
they  will  avail  themselves  of  its  provisions.  State  ex  rel. 
4.tt'y  Gen.  v.  O'NeUl,  24  Wis.  149,  153 ;  Bowling  r.  Lav- 
cashire  Ins.  Co.  92  Wis.  63,  69,  65  N.  W.  738 ;  In  re  North 
Milwavkee,  93  Wis.  616,  620,  67  N.  W.  1033 ;  Adams  v.  Be- 
loU,  105  Wis.  363,  369,  81  K  W.  869. 

"The  legislature  cannot  delegate  its  power  to  make  a  law, 
but  it  can  make  a  law  to  delegate  a  power  to  determine  some 
fact  or  state  of  things  upon  which  the  law  makes,  or  intends 
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to  make,  its  own  action  to  depend."  Donrling  v.  Lancashire 
Ins.  Co.,  svpra,  at  p.  69 ;  Adenis  v.  Belolt,  supra,  at  p.  369 ; 
Minneapolis,  St  P.  £  S.  S.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Convmis- 
sion,  136  Wis.  146,  116  N.  W.  905. 

Tested  by  these  principles,  can  ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  be 
sustained  as  a  valid  enactment  in  its  entirety?  While  the 
case  under  consideration  might  be  disposed  of  without  point- 
ing out  the  infirmities  of  the  law,  it  was  thought  best  to  do  so 
in  order  to  prevent  illegal  courts  from  being  established  there- 
under and  to  avoid  the  confusion  that  might  arise  from  the 
trial  of  causes  and  the  rendition  of  judgments  by  unconstitu- 
tional courts.     Sec.  2523 — 1  of  the  law  in  question  provides: 

"There  is  hereby  created  and  established  in  each  county  of 
this  state  one  or  more  courts,  as  may  be  provided  for,  to  be 
known  and  designated  as  special  municipal  courts  and  with 
the  powers  and  jurisdiction  as  hereafter  provided.'' 

Sec.  2533 — 2  provides  that  the  board  of  supervisors  of 
any  county  may,  by  a  majority  vote  of  all  its  members  elect, 
adopt  the  act  by  resolution,  and  upon  such  adoption  may,  "in 
like  manner  and  upon  a  like  vote,  provide  for  a  special  mu- 
nicipal court  or  courts  as  herein  provided,  to  be  known  and 
designated  as  the  First  (or  other  numerical  designation) 
Special  Municipal  Court  of County." 

"Can  the  legislature  vest  in  a  county  board  the  power  to  say 
when  and  how  many  mimicipal  courts  may  be  established  in 
a  given  county  ?  Does  not  the  power  attempted  to  be  given 
confer  upon  the  county  board  something  more  than  the  mere 
right  to  adopt  the  provisions  of  the  law  ?  Does  it  not  in  fact 
confer  upon  such  board  the  power  to  legislate  new  courts  into 
existence  ?  If  the  law  in  its  entirety  can  be  upheld,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  court  to  uphold  it  If  the  entire  act  cannot  be  sus- 
tained, it  is  the  duty  of  the  court  to  sustain  the  valid  portion 
of  it)  if  it  can  do  so  without  violating  established  principles 
of  law.  It  is  well  settled  that  an  act  may  be  unconstitutional 
in  some  of  its  provisions  and  valid  in  oUiers.     Where  parts 
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of  a  statute  are  valid  and  capable  of  being  executed  independ- 
ently of  other  parts  which  are  invalid,  the  valid  parts  may 
become  operative  unless  the  court  can  say  that  the  legislature 
intended  that  they  should  all  be  carried  into  eflFect  as  a  whole 
and  as  conditions  and  compensations  for  each  other.  Lynch 
V.  Steamer  Economy,  27  Wis.  69;  State  ex  rel.  Walsh  r. 
Dousmmi,  28  Wis.  641 ;  Slauson  v.  Racine,  13  Wis.  398,  404. 

Sec.  22,  art  IV,  Const,  empowers  the  legislature  to  confer 
on  the  boards  of  supervisors  of  the  several  counties  of  the  state 
such  powers  of  a  local,  legislative,  or  administrative  character 
as  they  shall  from  time  to  time  prescribe.  But  by  sec.  2, 
art  VII,  Const,  the  power  to  create  and  establish  such  courts 
as  are  provided  for  by  ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  is  exclusively 
vested  in  the  legislature  and  must  be  exercised  by  it  We  do 
not  doubt  that  a  valid  option  law  may  be  passed  providing  for 
the  creation  of  municipal  courts.  But  such  a  law  must  be 
complete  and  perfect  in  itself,  and  must  become  operative 
upon  a  vote  which  simply  adopts  its  terms.  Discretion  to  say 
what  the  law  shall  be  after  it  is  adopted,  or  to  what  extent  it 
shall  be  applicable,  may  not  be  conferred  on  the  people  of  a 
county  or  on  its  board  of  supervisors.  It  is  here  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  county  board  to  say  whether  there  shall  be 
two  or  more  courts  in  a  given  county.  This  is  a  legislative 
function  which  we  hold  cannot  be  delegated.  The  board  is 
given  not  only  the  option  to  adopt  the  law,  but  the  further 
option  to  decide  upon  the  number  of  courts  that  may  be  estab- 
lished under  it  This  cannot  be  done.  People  ex  rel.  Bolt  v. 
Eiordan,  73  Mich.  508,  41  K  W.  482 ;  Pueblo  Co.  Comm'rs 
V.  Smith,  22  Colo.  534,  45  Pac  357,  33  L.  R  A.  465;  State 
V.  Nine  Justices,  90  Tenn.  722,  18  S.  W.  393. 

As  we  view  the  law,  it  does  create  and  establish  one  munici- 
pal court  in  each  county  of  the  state,  or  at  least  in  sudi 
counties  as  had  no  municipal  court  when  the  act  was  passed. 
When  a  county  board  votes  to  adopt  its  provisions,  the  law 
creating  the  single  court  becomes  effective.    Certain  adminisr 
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trative  and  perhaps  other  functions  are  properly  conferred 
on  the  county  board  to  enable  it  to  execute  and  carry  the  law 
into  effect,  such  as  providing  an  office  for  the  judge  and  deter- 
mining his  salary  and  the  places  where  he  shall  hold  court, 
and  the  like.  These  functions  could  be  conferred  on  the 
oounty  board  of  Sawyer  county  in  a  special  act  creating  a 
municipal  court  for  that  county,  and  we  have  no  doubt  can  be 
conferred  under  a  general  law.  Ryan  v.  Outagamie  Co.  80 
Wis.  336,  50  N.  W.  340 ;  Wentworih  v.  Racine  Co.  99  Wis. 
26,  74  K  W.  551 ;  BaHleit  v.  Eau  Claire  Co.  112  Wis.  237, 
88  N.  W.  61.  But  functions  such  as  these  are  wide  apart 
from  authority  to  create  or  legislate  a  court  into  existence  in 
tho  first  instance. 

No  substantial  reason  occurs  to  us  why  the  valid  portion  of 
this  law  should  not  be  upheld.  Th.e  legislature  had  the  laud- 
able purpose  in  mind  of  passing  one  general  act  applicable  to 
the  entire  state  in  lieu  of  enacting  a  multitude  of  special  acts 
limited  in  their  application  to  a  single  county.  The  valid 
portion  of  the  law  will  no  doubt  fulfil  the  reqoirements  of 
most  of  the  counties  of  the  state,  and  it  is  not  apparent  how 
the  void  portion  was  any  condition  or  compensation  for  the 
passage  of  the  valid  part.  We  conclude,  therefore,  that  tho 
act  is  valid  to  the  extent  of  creating  and  establishing  one  mu- 
nicipal court  in  each  county  of  tie  state,  and  that  to  such  ex- 
tent only  does  it  become  operative  when  adopted  in  the  man- 
ner therein  provided. 

The  county  board  by  a  single  resolution  adopted  the  pro- 
visions of  ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  provided  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  single  municipal  courts  fixed  the  salary  of  the  mu- 
nicipal judge,  designated  the  places  where  court  should  be 
held,  provided  for  office  accommodations,  provided  that  no- 
tice of  election  should  be  given,  and  provided  for  various 
other  matters  pertaining  to  such  court.  Manifestly  the  plain 
mandate  of  the  statute  was  violated  by  the  adoption  of  such  a 
resolution.     The  law  required  that  the  board  should  first 


640        SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIK.     [Xov. 

State  ex  rel.  Williams  v.  Saw>'er  Connty,  140  Wis.  634. 

adopt  its  provisions  by  resolution,  and  that  thereafter  an- 
other resolution,  separate  and  distinct  from  the  first,  might 
be  adopted  providing  for  one  or  more  courts  as  the  board 
might  determine,  and  also  that  the  board  should  determine 
the  place  or  places  where  court  should  be  held,  and  make 
other  necessary  provisions  to  put  the  law  in  working  opera- 
tion. Until  the  law  was  adopted  there  was  no  court  to  pro- 
vide for.  The  legislature  had  the  undoubted  right  to  provide 
that  the  law  should  be  adopted  before  any  proceeding  should 
be  taken  under  it,  and  it  has  so  provided.  And  it  is  the  opin- 
ion of  the  court  that  such  provision  is  not  merely  directory, 
but  is  mandatory,  and  that  any  action  taken  towards  estab- 
lishing the  court  before  the  resolution  was  passed  accepting 
and  adopting  the  provisions  of  the  law  was  premature  and 
without  jurisdiction  and  therefore  void.  It  is  true  that  no 
particular  interim  need  elapse  between  the  passage  of  the 
resolution  adopting  the  law  and  the  subsequent  resolution  de- 
signed to  carry  the  law  into  effect,  and  that  the  presumption 
is  very  strong  that,  if  two  resolutions  had  been  offered  in- 
stead of  one,  both  would  have  been  passed.  It  was  entirely 
reasonable,  however,  for  the  legislature  to  provide  that  the 
matter  of  adopting  the  law  should  be  voted  upon  as  a  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  proposition.  It  was  also  a  proper  and  or- 
derly requirement  that  the  resolution  passed  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  the  law  into  effect  should  be  voted  upon  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  proposition,  and  not  be  voted  upon  until 
tliere  was  some  law  in  force  which  warranted  the  passage  of 
snch  resolution.  The  cases  generally  hold  that  propositions 
submitted  to  electors  must  be  submitted  singly  so  as  to  give 
the  elector  an  opportunity  to  record  his  vote  on  each  separate 
and  distinct  proposition  submitted.  McBryde  r.  Monlesojno, 
7  Wash.  69,  34  Pac.  559 ;  Truelsen  v.  Dvlxdh,  61  Minn.  48, 
63  K  W.  714;  Fulton  Co.  v.  M.  <6  W.  R.  Co.  21  lU.  338; 
People  ex  rel.  Peoria  &  0.  B.  Co.  v.  TazeweU  Co.  22  HI.  147, 
156. 
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While  the  present  case  is  not  entirely  analogous  to  those 
cited,  in  that  a  member  of  the  county  board  would  have  the 
right  to  demand  that  the  resolution  offered  be  divided,  and  no 
such  demand  appears  to  have  been  made  here,  still  the  prin- 
ciple is  a  wholesome  one  even  as  applied  to  bodies  like  county 
boards.  We  do  not  think  the  board  could  ignore  the  plain 
provisions  of  the  statute  in  this  regard,  and,  it  having  done 
80,  we  conclude  that  so  much  of  the  resolution  as  provided  for 
the  creation  of  the  court  was  void. 

If  the  law  had  been  properly  adopted  and  the  proper  reso- 
lution had  been  passed  creating  the  court,  it  would  be  beyond 
the  power  of  a  county  board  by  subsequent  resolution  to  re- 
scind its  action,  at  least  in  the  absence  of  express  legislative 
authority  so  to  do.  To  hold  otherwise  would  be  equivalent  to 
saying  that  it  might  repeal  a  law  of  the  legislature  of  the 
state  which  had  become  operative  in  the  particular  county. 
Northern  T.  Co.  v.  Snyder,  113  Wis.  516,  633,  89  N.  W. 
460. 

It  is  argued  that  the  only  proceeding  attacked  is  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  county  board  of  April  2d  rescinding  its  former 
action,  and  that  if  the  law  was  adopted  in  a  legal  way  then  it 
was  beyond  the  power  of  the  board  to  undo  what  had  been 
done,  and,  if  not,  no  injury  resulted  from  reversing  the  action 
of  the  county  board  in  passing  a  resolution  which  served  no 
useful  purpose.  We  think  it  was  proper  for  the  board  to  ex- 
punge from  its  records,  in  so  far  as  it  could,  the  former  reso- 
lution passed  by  it>  which  was  at  least  void  in  part  We  do 
not  hold  that  so  much  of  the  resolution  of  March  2d  as 
adopted  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  question  may  not  be 
valid;  and,  if  valid,  it  could  not  be  repealed  by  the  action 
subsequently  taken.  It  was  proper,  however,  to  rescind  so 
much  of  the  resolution  as  we  hold  to  be  void  for  the  reasons 
herein  stated. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  reversed,  and  cause  remanded 
with  directions  to  dismiss  the  proceedings. 
You  140  —  41 
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City  of  Ashlaxd^  Appellant^  vs.  Macie  jewbki.  Respondent. 

October  28—Novemher  12, 1909. 
Btatutes:  Construction:  Changing  words. 

1.  Where  the  words  of  a  statute  are  plain  in  meaning  and  lead  to  no 

absurd  result  there  is  neither  room  for  construction  nor  JuBtill- 
cation  for  the  elimination  or  change  of  words. 

2.  Thus,  in  a  city  charter  providing  that  "no  city  officer  shall  be 

accepted  as  surety  upon  any  bond,  contract  or  other  obligation 
made  by  the  city/'  the  courts  cannot  substitute  the  word  "to" 
in  place  of  the  word  "by/'  the  provision  as  enacted  not  being 
absurd. 
[3.  Whether  the  words  "bond,  contract  or  other  obligation"  could  be 
construed  as  applying  to  a  recognizance  given  on  appeal  from  a 
municipal  court,  not  determined.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.     AffiiTned. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
W.  S.  Catej  attorney,  and  F.  J.  Coligrum,  of  counsel,  and  for 
the  respondent  on  that  of  A.  P.  Haagenson,  attorney,  and  Sanr 
horn,  Lamorevx  &  Pray,  of  counsel. 

WiNSLOW,  C.  J.  The  respondent  was  convicted  of  the 
violation  of  a  municipal  ordinance  in  the  municipal  court  for 
Ashland  county  and  appealed  to  the  circuit  ioourt,  the  reco^ 
nizance  upon  the  appeal  being  signed  by  one  Erickson  (a  city 
officer)  as  surety.  The  judgment  of  conviction  was,  after 
trial,  reversed  in  the  circuit  courts  and  the  city  appeals  to 
this  court  The  only  contention  made  by  the  city  is  that  the 
recognizance  was  void,  and  hence  that- the  circuit  court  ac- 
quired no  jurisdiction  of  the  case. 

Sec.  6  of  subch.  XXI  of  appellant's  charter  (ch.  27,  Laws 
of  1889)  contains  this  provision:  "No  city  officer  shall  be  ac- 
cepted as  surety  on  any  bond,  contract  or  other  obligation 
made  by  the  city."     It  is  contended  that  the  insertion  of  the 
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word  "by"  in  this  sentence  is  a  palpable  error,  and  that  the 
court  should  in  effect  insert  the  word  "to"  in  its  place,  and 
apply  the  provision  as  so  amended  to  the  recognizance.  This 
we  cannot  do.  When  the  words  of  a  legislative  act  are  plain 
in  meaning  and  lead  to  no  absurd  result,  there  is  neither 
room  for  construction  nor  justification  for  the  elimination  or 
diange  of  words.  Courts  cannot  legislate.  Their  business 
is  only  to  enforce  a  plain  statute  as  it  reads,  providing  it  be 
not  unconstitutional  or  absurd  upon  its  face.  OUbert  v.  Dw- 
trvU,  91  Wis.  661,  65  K  W.  511 ;  Eossmiller  v.  State,  114 
Wis.  169,  89  K  W.  839.  The  provision  that  a  city  officer 
shall  not  become  a  surety  on  any  bond,  contract,  or  obligation 
given  by  the  city  is  not  absurd,  even  though  its  necessity  or 
wisdom  may  be  open  to  doubt 

It  may  be  a  grave  question  whether  the  words  "bond,  con- 
tract or  other  obligation"  can  properly  be  construed  to  apply 
to  a  recognizance  such  as  the  present,  but  our  conclusion  on 
the  first  proposition  renders  it  unnecessary  to  consider  this 
question. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


Matzewitz,  Respondent,  vs.  Wisconsin  Central  Railway 

Company,  Appellant. 

October  28 — November  /«,  1909, 

Railroads:  lAdbility  to  laborers  for  contractors:  Notice  of  dtaim,  upon 
whom  served:  Assignment  of  claim:  Real  party  in  interest. 

4 

1.  Sec.  1815,  Stats.  (1898), — providing  that  a  laborer  to  whom  a  con- 
tractor for  the  construction  of  a  railroad  shall  be  Indebted  for 
labor  performed  In  such  construction  may  make  the  railroad 
company  directly  liable  by  serving  notice  of  his  claim  upon  "an 
engineer,  agent  or  superintendent*'  In  the  employment  of  the 
company,  "having  charge  of  that  part  of  the  road  on  which  such 
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labor  was  pecformed/' — does  not  require  the  notice  to  be  served 
upon  the  particular  employee  In  charge  ot  the  construction  work 
on  that  part  of  the  road;  the  Intention  being  that  service  should 
be  made  upon  an  employee  who  would  be  likely  promptly  to 
bring  home  to  the  company  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the 
claim,  rather  than  upon  one  who  would  know  whether  the  claim 
was  legitimate  or  not 

2.  Delivery  by  the  laborer  of  his  time  check  to  another  person  for 

collection,  writing  his  name  on  the  back  thereof  as  evidence  of 
the  authority,  and  borrowing  a  small  sum  from  such  person  on 
the  claim,  did  not  constitute  such  a  transfer  of  title  as  took  the 
claim  out  of  the  protection  of  the  statute. 

3.  The  creation  of  such  a  mere  agency,  though  coupled  with  an  in- 

terest, to  collect  the  claim  for  the  benefit  of  the  laborer,  did  not 
make  the  agent  the  real  party  In  Interest  who  must  be  plaintiff 
In  an  action  to  enforce  the  claim. 

Afpeax  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county :  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Action  to  enforce  a  laborer's  claim  under  sec.  1815,  Stats. 
(1898). 

The  issues  raised  by  the  pleadings  were  closed  by  these  con- 
clusions :  In  1907  the  defendant  was  engaged  in  railroad  con- 
struction in  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  under  a  principal 
contractor,  one  Balch,  and  his  subcontractor,  Philbrook. 
The  duties  of  the  latter  were,  in  part,  to  look  after  the  camps^ 
hire  and  discharge  men,  keep  their  accounts,  board  them,  di- 
rect them  as  to  their  work,  and  give  statements  of  the  amounts 
due  for  their  work  in  excess  of  offsets.  Prior  to  August  8, 
1907,  Balch  employed  plaintiff  to  work  constructing  the  road 
at  $2  per  day,  pursuant  to  which  the  latter  did  nineteen  and 
one-half  days'  grading  work  between  stations  562  and  604. 
The  work  commenced  August  8  and  lasted,  continuously,  till 
August  29,  1907.  The  amount  due  and  unpaid  therefor  is 
$25.73.  At  the  termination  of  the  work,  plaintiff  was  given 
by  Philbrook,  in  his  representative  capacity,  a  statement  of 
his  time,  specifying  the  wages  per  day,  part  of  the  road  on 
which  his  labor  was  performed,  balance  due  over  all  offsets,  and 
the  time  when  such  balance  was  payable,  the  due  date  being 
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September  29,  1907.  August  30,  1907,  plaintiff  employed 
one  Sever  to  collect  his  claim.  To  facilitate  the  collection, 
and  for  no  other  purpose,  plaintiff  wrote  his  name  upon  the 
back  of  his  statement,  and  delivered  it  to  Sever,  the  latter 
loaning  thereon  $6.73,  under  an  agreement  for  repayment 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  collection.  Within  thirty  days 
after  the  due  date  of  the  claim,  plaintiff,  by  his  attorney, 
served  defendant  with  a  notice  in  writing,  signed  by  such  at- 
torney, stating  the  facts  aforesaid  and  claiming  the  benefit  of 
flee  1816,  Stats.  (1898).  The  notice  was  served  on  one 
Gillis,  who  was  then,  and  when  the  work  was  done,  the  agent^ 
engineer,  and  superintendent  of  the  road  in  charge  of  that 
part  upon  which  the  work  was  done.  He  was  a  proper  per- 
son upon  whom  to  make  the  service  and  he,  promptly,  sent  the 
notice  to  his  principal  at  its  headquarters.  The  service  was 
within  the  thirty  days  after  the  due  date  of  the  claim,  and 
suit  was  commenced  within  sixty  days  after  the  service. 

On  such  facts,  judgment  was  ordered  in  plaintiff's  fayor 
and  was  rendered  accordingly. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Lvse,  PoiveU  & 
Luse,  and  oral  argument  by  L.  K.  Luse,  They  contended, 
vnJker  alia,  that  the  assignment  by  plaintiff  of  his  claim  de- 
stroyed his  right  to  a  lien.  Eickok  v.  Lavbssier,  1  Morris 
(Iowa)  116;  Weirick  v.  Mahoning  Co.  Bank,  16  Ohio  St 
297;  Seyrmwr  v.  Van  Slyck,  8  Wend.  403,  422;  Ford  v. 
Mitchell,  15  Wis.  304,  308;  4  Cyc.  44;  Chapman  v.  Plurw- 
mer,  36  Wis.  262,  265 ;  Wooliscroft  v.  Norton,  15  Wis.  198 ; 
Tewksbury  v.  Bronson,  48  Wis.  581 ;  Shearer  v.  Browne,  102 
Wis.  585,  587;  Fraker  v.  Reeve,  36  Wis.  85;  Cummings  v. 
Morris,  25  K  Y*.  625 ;  Chase  v.  Dodge,  11  Wis.  70,  72.  The 
assignment  must  be  construed  to  be  at  least  an  assignment  to 
secure  Sever  for  his  payment  of  $5.73,  and  that  he  was  to  col- 
lect and  receive  the  whole  claim.  The  holder  of  a  chose  in 
action  as  collateral  security  is  the  real  party  in  interest  and 
must  bring  the  action,  and  the  assignor  for  security  may  not. 
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EUton  V.  Waring,  7  Wis.  492 ;  Cicrtis  v.  Mohr,  18  Wis.  615 ; 
Morgan  v.  South  Milwaukee  L.  V.  Co.  97  Wis.  275,  277. 
And  this  rule  applies  as  well  ta  nonnegotiable  instruments  as 
to  negotiable.     Archibald  v.  Mui.  L.  Ins,  Co.  38  Wis.  642. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
D.  E.  Roberts  and  Michael  8.  Bright,  attorneys,  and  Walter 
8.  Whiton,  of  counseL 

Marshall,  J.  Was  the  person  upon  whom  the  notice  was 
served  the  defendant's  engineer,  agent,  or  superintendent,  in 
its  employment,  having  charge  of  that  part  of  the  road  on 
which  the  labor  was  performed  ?  It  is  contended  for  appel- 
lant, that  the  finding  in  the  affirmative  is  contrary  to  the  dear 
preponderance  of  the  evidence,  because  the  statute  contem- 
plate that  the  person  upon  whom  service  is  required  to  be 
made  shall  be  the  particular  employee,  in  such  charge  of  the 
work  as  to  be  likely  to  know  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  claim. 

We  can  see  no  good  reason  for  restricting  the  plain  mean- 
ing of  the  statute  by  construction.  It  means,  doubtless^  just 
what  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  words  signifies.  The  person 
upon  whom  the  service  must  be  made,  in  any  sudi  case,  is  the 
one  who,  as  engineer,  agent,  or  superintendent  for  the  rail- 
road company,  has  charge  of  that  paH  of  the  road  on  which 
the  labor  was  performed.  It  is  the  one  who  has  such  general 
charge,  whatever  may  be  his  designation. 

Had  the  legislature  intended  the  service  to  be  made  upon 
the  employee  in  the  immediate  charge  of  the  construction 
work,  it  would  have  said,  in  charge  of  the  work  instead  of  "of 
the  road/*  The  purpose,  doubtless,  was  to  require  the  service 
to  be  made  upon  an  employee  of  such  grade  as  to  be  likely  to 
promptly  bring  home  to  the  corporation  knowledge  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  claim,  rather  than  upon  one  sufficiently  in  touch 
with  the  particular  work  as  to  know  whether  the  claim  was 
legitimate  or  not*  Such  purpose  was  not,  merely,  to  enable 
the  particular  person,  primarily  receiving  the  notice,  to  report 
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the  facts,  but  to  reach  the  corporation  and  give  it  reasonable 
opportunity  to  protect  itself  against  a  double  liability  which 
would  result  by  paying  the  contractor  and  then  having  to  pay 
over  again  to  the  laborer. 

That  the  person  upon  whom  the  notice  was  served  in  this 
case  had  general  authority  over  that  part  of  the  road  contem- 
plated by  the  statute,  r:equisite  to  competency  to  receive  the 
service,  is  amply  shown  by  the  evidence. 

The  claim  that  the  statute  should  be  construed  as  requiring 
a  notice  to  be  served  on  the  person  in  the  immediate  charge 
"of  the  construction"  of  that  part  of  th^e  road  in  regard  to 
which  the  labor  was  performed,  when  it  relates  to  such  con- 
struction work,  is  effectually  n^^atived  by  the  fact  that, 
whereas,  formerly,  for  a  long  period  of  time,  service,  in  such 
cases,  was  required  to  be  made  on  the  person  "in  charge  of  the 
construction  work,"  the  statute  was  changed  to  its  present 
form  so  as  to  require  it  to  be  made  on  th,e  person  "in  charge 
of  that  part  of  the  road"  on  which  the  labor  was  performed, 
thus  pointing  to  a  person  higher  up  in  grade  than  the  one  in 
the  immediate  charge  of  construction  work. 

It  is  considered  that  the  circumstances,  amply  shown  by 
the  evidence,  that  the  plaintiff  merely  delivered  his  claim  to  a 
person  for  collection,  writing  his  name  on  the  back  thereof  as 
evidence  of  the  authority,  and  borrowing  a  small  sum  on  such 
claim,  warranted  the  conclusion  that  there  was  no  parting 
with  the  title  so  as  to  take  the  claim  out  of  the  protection  of 
the  statute,  under  the  doctrine  of  Fraker  v.  Reeve ^  36  Wis. 
85,  and  similar  authorities,  to  the  effect  that  the  special  statu- 
tory provisions  for  the  protection  of  creditors  in  particular 
cases,  such  as  this,  do  not  follow  the  creditor  right  into  the 
hands  of  a  purchaser.  That  does  not  apply  where  there  is 
no  parting  with  title  to  the  right  by  the  original  creditor,  but 
only  the  creation  of  a  mere  agency,  coupled  with  an  interest, 
to  enforce  such  right,  in  general,  for  the  benefit  of  the  cred- 
itor, as  held  in  Bernhardt  v.  Rice,  98  Wis.  578,  74  N.  W. 
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370.  The  logic  of  that  case  is  that  a  transfer  of  a  daim 
which  does  not  pass  the  beneficial  interest  is  not  a  sale  and 
«o  is  not  an  attempt  to  transfer  a  lien  or  a  claim  with  a  lien 
incident. 

True,  a  statutory  liei^  incident  to  a  contractual  claim,  un- 
less made  so  by  the  statute,  is  not  transitory  in  the  sense  of 
being  assignable,  but,  so  long  as  there  is  no  transition  of  the 
beneficial  interest,  there  is  no  severance  from  the  claim,  or 
loss,  of  the  lien  incident 

Counsel  refer  to  the  rule  that  he  who  takes  the  title  to  a 
chose  in  action  as  security  holds  the  legal  title  and,  ordi- 
narily, in  judicial  proceedings  to  enforce  it,  is  the  person 
who  must  be  the  plaintiff  as  the  real  party  in  interest;  but 
we  must  distinguish  between  a  transfer  of  title  carrying  the 
beneficial  interest,  primarily,  though  secondarily  operating  to 
discharge  a  debt  of  the  vendor,  as  in  Fraker  v.  Reeve,  supra, 
and  the  mere  creation  of  an  agency  to  collect  and  apply  or  ac- 
count for  the  proceeds,  as  in  Bernhardt  v.  Bice^  supra,  and 
this  case. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 


BouoHTEB,  Respondent,  vs.  Kammeb,  Appellant. 

October  tS—November  IS,  1909. 

Tax  tiUe8:  Notices  of  tax  sale:  Posting  and  puhlication:  AtMavits: 
BuHlciency:  **Puhlic  place:**  Nonoccupancy:  Rights  under  mio- 
cessive  tax  deeds:  Appeal:  Briefs. 

1.  If  the  affidavit  of  the  posting  of  notloes  of  a  tax  sale  declares  con- 
duct of  the  treasurer  In  the  posting  which  complies  with  the 
statute,  the  validity  of  that  step  in  the  proceedings  is  estab- 
lished prima  facie,  A  statement  therein  that  the  notices  were 
posted  in  four  public  places,  accompanied  by  a  specification  of 
places  not  inherently  non-public,  is  such  evidence  as*  undis- 
puted, establishes  the  fact  required  by  sec.  1130,  Stata  (1898). 
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2.  The  term  "public  place"  in  sec.  1130.  Stats.  (1898),  means  a  place 

where  the  public  resort,  80  that  the  posting  of  a  statement  there 
is  likely  to  give  notice. 

3.  An  affidavit  stating  that  the  place  in  the  county  treasurer's  office 

at  which  one  of  the  notices  was  posted  was  a  conspicuous  place, 
satisfies  the  statute,  and  It  Is  not  necessary  to  define  with  par- 
ticularity the  exact  spot  in  that  office  upon  which  such  notice 
was  posted. 

4.  A  printer's  affidavit  stating  that  the  notice  of  a  tax  sale  which 

took  place  on  May  17  was  printed  and  published  in  a  certain 
newspaper  "once  in  each  week  for  four  successive  weeks,  com- 
mencing on  the  l&th  of  April  and  terminating  on  the  6th  of 
May,"  shows  a  publication  once  in  each  week  for  four  successive 
weeks  prior  to  the  date  of  sale,  as  required  by  sec.  1130,  Stats. 
(1898),  although  the  printing  terminated  in  twenty-two  days. 

5.  An  affidavit  of  nonoccupancy,  made  five  days  before  the  tax  deed 

was  issued,  which  declared  both  that  at  the  time  it  was  made. 
May  16,  there  had  not  been  thirty  days  of  continuous  actual  oc- 
cupancy, and  that  on  that  day  there  was  no  occupancy,  estab- 
lishes the  fact  that  there  could  not  have  been  the  thirty  con- 
secutive days'  occupancy  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1175,  Stats. 
(189S),  on  May  21,  the  date  of  the  deed. 

6.  Upon  appeal  infirmities  claimed  to  exist  in  affidavits  made  in  tax 

proceedings  should  be  pointed  out  by  counsel.  The  court  cannot 
assume  the  duty  of  searching  for  them. 

7.  The  holder  of  a  tax  certificate  issued  in  1902  who  purchased  the 

land  at  the  tax  sales  in  1903  and  1904  did  not  thereby  pay  the 
taxes  so  as  to  prevent  him  from  claiming  title  under  either  of 
the  tax  deeds  based  on  such  sales. 

Appkat.  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Price 
county:  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

Plaintiff,  concededly  the  original  owner  of  certain  lands  in 
Price  county,  brought  ejectment  against  the  defendant^  who 
set  up  title  by  three  successive  tax  deeds  based  upon  tax 
sales  in  the  years  1902,  1903,  and  1904.  The  sole  question 
was  the  validity  of  those  tax  deeds.  The  evidence  consisted 
entirely  of  the  record  of  the  various  tax  sale  and  deed  pro- 
ceedings. Court  found  all  three  deeds  invalid  by  reason  of 
certain  defects  alleged  to  exist  in  the  proceedings,  and  ren- 
dered judgment  for  plaintiff,  from  which  defendant  appeals. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
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W.  K,  Parkinson,  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  Bony 
&  Barry,  attorneys,  and  K,  K.  Eenntm,  of  counsel 

DoDOE,  J.  As  the  defendant  pleads  title  under  each  of 
three  distinct  tax  deeds,  any  one  of  them,  if  valid  and  based 
upon  legal  and  regular  procedure,  is  sufficient  to  establish  his 
title  and,  therefore,  his  defense.  Sec  1176,  Stats.  (1898). 
For  this  reason  we  shall  consider  only  the  infirmities  in  the 
deeds  based  upon  tax  sales  of  1903  and  1904  and  in  the  con- 
duct of  those  sales. 

1.  The  first  ground  of  invalidity,  and  that  common  to  both 
sales,  is  the  alleged  insufficiency  of  the  affidavits  by  the  county 
treasurer  to  posting  of  notices  of  the  tax  sale  in  compliance 
with  sec  1130,  Stats.  (1898),  which  requires  that  the  treas- 
urer shall  cause  copies  of  notice,  etc,  to  be  "posted  in  at  least 
four  public  places  in  such  county,  one  of  which  copies  shall 
be  posted  up  in  some  conspicuous  place  in  his  office;"  also 
that  he  shall  file  affidavit  of  such  posting.  The  affidavit  in 
this  case  declares  that  he 

"posted  up  the  copies  of  the  annexed  statement  and  notice  in 
five  public  places  in  said  Price  county,  Wisconsin,  to  wit:' 
on  April  18,  1904,  one  of  which  copies  was  posted  in  a  con- 
spicuous place  in  the  office  of  said  county  treasurer  in  the 
courthouse  in  the  city  of  Phillips  in  said  county ;  one  copy  in 
the  office  of  the  county  derk  in  the  courthouse  in  the  city  of 
Phillips  in  said  county ;  one  copy  on  the  front  of  the  building 
known  as  the  Turner  House  in  the  village  of  Park  Palls,  in 
said  county ;  one  copy  on  the  front  of  the  building  known  as 
the  Jump  River  House  in  the  village  of  Prentice,  in  said 
county;  one  copy  on  the  inner  wall  in  the  postoffice  in  the 
tovni  of  Ogema  in  said  county." 

While  it  is  intimated,  if  not  in  terms  declared,  in  Jarvis 
V.  Silliman,  21  Wis.  699,  and  EaH  v.  Srmth,  44  Wis.  213, 
226,  that  an  affidavit  stating  that  such  notices  were  "posted  in 
four  public  places  in  the  county"  satisfies  this  statute,  an 
affidavit  directly  to  that  effect  was  apparently  held  invalid,. 
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although  without  any  debate  and  on  concession  of  counsel,  in 
Tfw.  Cent.  B.  Co.  v.  Wis.  River  L.  Co.  71  Wis.  94,  36  N.  W. 
837,  although  that  decision  is  rendered  indefinite  and  uncer- 
tain upon  the  particular  point  because  of  other  defects  found 
in  the  affidavit.  It  is  further  decided  in  Hart  v.  Smith  that 
a  mere  description  of  the  places  without  declaring  them  to  be 
public  may  be  sufficient  if  the  court  can  see  from  the  descrip- 
tion that  they  are  of  the  character  indicated  by  the  words 
"public  places."  The  suggestion  is  made  by  the  court  that 
the  better  method  to  satisfy  the  statute  is  to  describe  the 
places  and  make  affidavit  to  the  fact  that  they  are  public.  In 
nUgers  v.  Quinney,  51  Wis.  62,  8  N.  W.  17,  the  places  were 
described,  but  were  such  as  not  necessarily  to  be  public.  The 
affidavit  was  condemned  on  the  sole  ground  that  the  only  al- 
legation was  that  they  were  "public  places  in  the  city  of 
Chilton,"  which,  said  the  court,  would  not  necessarily  make 
them  public  places  in  and  for  the  county ;  the  intimation  be- 
ing clear  that  had  they  been  declared  to  be  •public  places  of 
the  county  that  would  have  sufficed.  In  Allen  v.  AUen,  114 
Wis.  615,  91  N.  W.  218,  the  several  places  were  described  as 
at  certain  specified  postoffices  without  declaring  them  to  be 
public  places,  and  it  was  held  sufficient  In  Myrick  v.  Kahle, 
120  Wis.  57,  97  K  W.  506,  the  latest  case  on  the  subject,  the 
affidavit  was  condemned  because  it  described  places  which 
might  or  might  not  be  public  and  failed  to  declare  that  they 
were  public  places,  with  the  clear  intimation  that  if  such  fact 
had  been  declared  in  hcec  verba  the  statute  would  have  been 
satisfied.  We  think  it  obvious  that  the  result  of  these  de- 
cisions, in  light  of  the  words  of  the  statute,  is  to  the  effect 
that  if  the  affidavit  on  file  declares  conduct  of  the  treasurer  in 
the  posting  which  complies  with  the  statute,  the  validity  of 
that  step  in  the  proceedings  is  established  prima  facie.  It  is 
declared  in  several  of  the  cases  cited  that  the  allegation  that 
a  place  of  posting  is  a  public  place  involves  both  a  statement 
of  fact  and  a  conclusion  of  law.     But  the  expression  "public 
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place"  is  not  occult  It  is  a  part  of  the  English  language, 
and  the  words  are  common  and  ordinary  in  usage,  and  that, 
too,  in  their  legal  designation,  namely,  la.  place  where  the 
public  resortj  so  that  the  exposure  of  sudi  a  document  is 
likely  to  give  notice.  The  publicity  of  the  place  involves  in 
common  statement  quite  as  much,  if  not  more,  of  the  element 
of  fact  as  it  does  of  legal  conclusion.  There  is  no  good  rea- 
son why  the  assertion  that  the  posting  in  four  public  places, 
accompanied  by  a  specification  of  places  not  inherently  non- 
public, is  not  such  evidence  as,  undisputed,  establishes  the 
fact  required  by  sea  1130.  If  false,  the  specification  of  the 
place  supplies  the  opportunity  to  prove  the  falsity ;  while  the 
absence  of  such  specification  is  a  good  practical  reason  for  re- 
pudiating an  affidavit  which  merely  asserts  them  to  be  public, 
because  then  a  sale  might  be  conducted  in  fraud  of  the  stat- 
ute and  no  opportunity  exist  years  afterwards  to  prove  the 
fact  We  conclude  that  the  posting,  as  established  by  the 
treasurer's  affidavit,  duly  filed,  complies  with  sec.  1130. 

Another  criticism  of  this  affidavit  is  that  it  merely  declares 
that  the  place  in  the  county  treasurer's  office,  at  which  one  of 
the  copies  was  posted,  was  a  conspicuous  place.  What  we 
have  said  with  reference  to  the  phrase  "public  place,"  and 
the  extent  to  which  this  upon  its  face  must  be  considered  a 
statement  of  fact,  applies  qujte  as  strengly  here.  We  think 
it  was  not  necessary  to  go  further  and  define  with  particu- 
larity the  exact  spot  in  that  office,  whether  upon  the  walls, 
windows,  doors,  or  furniture,  such  notice  was  posted. 

2.  Another  defect  asserted  is  that  the  printer's  affidavit  of 
publication  showed  that  the  notices  were  published  only  three 
weeks  instead  of  four.  The  sale  of  1903  took  place  on  May 
19th,  that  of  1904  on  May  17th.  The  affidavit  in  each  case 
declared  that  the  notice  "was  printed  and  published  in  such 
newspaper  once  in  each  week  for  four  successive  weeks,  com- 
mencing on  the  15th  of  April  and  terminating  on  the  6th  of 
May."     Of  course  there  is  confusion  of  terms  between  the 
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affidavit  and  the  statute.  The  latter  requires  that  the  notice 
shall  be  published  once  in  each  week  for  four  successive  weeks 
prior  to  the  day  of  the  sale.  This  of  course  requires  a 
period  of  twenty-eight  days  of  publication  before  the  sale, 
but  that  publication  is  accomplished  by  issue  of  the  paper 
containing  the  notice  on  four  distinct  days,  one  only  in  each 
week;  so  "publication  of  notice"  may  apply  to  the  term  of 
notice,  but  it  may  also  apply  to  the  physical  fact  of  printing 
the  notice  in  a  published  newspaper,  and  clearly  that  is  the 
significance  in  which  it  is  used  in  this  affidavit,  and  indeed  is 
the  meaning  given  to  the  expression  by  this  court  in  Chip- 
pewa  River  L.  Co.  v.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co.  118  Wis.  346,  357, 
94  K  W.  37,  95  K  W.  954.  The  joining  with  the  word 
"published'^  the  word  "printed"  in  this  affidavit  emphasizes 
and  renders  sure  the  meaning  in  the  mind  of  the  affiant.  So 
read,  it  establishes  four  printings,  and  the  dates  are  entirely 
consistent  with  that  assertion ;  May  6th  being  the  day  upon 
which  a  weekly  paper  would  be  issued  which  also  was  issued 
on  the  15th  of  April.  We  think  there  is  no  ambiguity  in  this 
affidavit,  but  that  it  declares  that  on  four  specific  days  in  sep- 
arate successive  weeks  this  notice  was  printed,  and  that  more 
than  one  complete  week  after  its  last  printing  elapsed  before 
the  day  of  sale,  and  that  constitutes  in  law  a  publication  for 
four  weeks,  although  the  printing  terminated  in  twenty-two 
days. 

3.  The  deed  upon  the  sale  of  1903  is  further  assailed  on 
the  ground  that  the  so-called  affidavit  of  nonoccnpancy  was 
sworn  to  five  days  before  the  deed  issued.  The  affidavit  de- 
clared both  that  at  the  time  it  was  made.  May  16th,  there  had 
not  been  thirty  days  of  continuous  actual  occupancy,  and  that 
on  that  day  there  was  no  occupancy.  Such  an  affidavit  neces- 
sarily establishes  the  fact  that  there  could  not  have  been  the 
thirty  consecutive  days^  occupancy  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute  on  May  21st,  the  date  of  the  deed.  This  court  has  at 
least  twice  so  ruled.     Dreutzer  v.  Smith,  56  Wis.  292,  302^ 
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14  K  W.  465 ;  Howe  v.  Oenin,  57  Wis.  268,  269,  15  X.  W. 
161. 

4.  It  is  asserted  that  the  printer's  affidavit  as  to  the  sale  of 
1904,  in  distinction  from  that  of  1903,  failed  to  state  that  the 
newspaper  was  a  legal  newspaper  under  the  description,  of 
sec.  1130.  We  are  unable  to  understand  what  respondent's 
claim  is.  The  affidavit  of  1904  contains  the  same  declaration 
diat  the  paper  had  been  published  in  Price  county  for  the 
legal  period  as  does  the  affidavit  of  1903,  differing  only  in 
that  it  asserts  its  publication  for  a  period  of  more  than  three 
years  instead  of  two.  There  is  no  material  distinction  be- 
tween the  two  affidavits  in  this  respect  If  there  is  any  in- 
firmity in  that  of  1904  it  should  have  been  pointed  out.  We 
<5annot  assume  the  duty  of  searching  for  it. 

5.  It  is  further  contended  by  respondent  that  appellant 
cannot  claim  under  either  of  the  later  deeds;  that  his  pur- 
chase at  the  sales  in  1903  and  1904  after  his  purchase  of  the 
tax  certificate  in  May,  1902,  must  be  deemed  a  payment  of 
those  taxes.  This  contention,  however,  is  negatived  by  Ly- 
hrand  v.  Haney,  31  Wis.  230,  and  Patterson  v.  Cappon,  129 
Wis.  439,  109  N.  W.  103. 

In  conclusion :  we  find  none  of  the  allied  defects  in  either 
of  the  deeds  on  the  sales  of  1903  or  1904  to  exist,  and  must 
therefore  recognize  those  deeds  as  having  ajl  the  effect  con- 
ferred by  sec.  1176,  Stats.  (1898),  to  vest  in  the  grantee,  the 
appellant,  an  absolute  estate  in  fee  simple  in  said  land,  at 
least  as  against  the  plaintiff. 

By  the  Covrt. — Judgment  reversed,  and  cause  remanded 
with  directions  to  enter  judgment  for  defendant 

Barnes,  J.,  dissents. 
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Mathews  and  others.  Respondents,  vs.  Pufai-l  and  wife^ 

Appellants. 

October  28^Nov€mher  12, 1909. 

Pleading:  Striking  out  frivolous  anstoer, 

la  a  foreclosure  action  the  complaint  alleged  that  a  note  and  mort- 
gage were  executed  by  defendants  to  plaintiffs  and  that  plaint- 
iffs are  now  the  lawful  owners  and  holders  thereof.  The  an- 
swer admitted  such  execution  but  alleged  that  defendants  "have 
not  sufficient  information  or  knowledge  to  enable  them  to  form 
a  belief  as  to  whether  or  not  plaintiffs  are  the  lawful  owners 
and  holders  of  the  note  and  mortgage,  and  therefore  deny  the 
same."  No  fact  was  stated  in  the  pleadings  tending  to  show 
that  there  had  been  any  transfer  or  change  in  the  ownership 
of  the  note  and  mortgage.  Held,  that  the  answer  was  properly 
stricken  out  as  evasive  and  frivolous. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
•county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

This  is  an  action  to  foreclose  a  real-estate  mortgage  ex- 
ecuted by  the  defendants  to  secure  the  payment  of  a  promis- 
sory note  also  executed  by  the  defendants  to  the  plaintiffs. 
Upon  plaintiffs'  motion  to  strike  out  the  answer  denying  suf- 
ficient information  to  form  a  belief  as  to  plaintiffs'  ownership 
■of  the  note  and  mortgage  as  evasive  and  frivolous,  the  court 
•ordered  it  to  be  stricken  out,  and  in  default  of  an  answer 
ordered  judgment  on  the  complaint.  This  is  an  appeal  from 
such  judgment 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Sanborn,  Lamoreux 
^  Pray,  and  oral  argument  by  A.  T.  Pray. 

For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
•of  Lamoreux,  Shea  dc  Cate. 

SiEBBCKEBy  J.  The  complaint  is  in  the  usual  form  in 
foreclosure  actions,  stating  the  amount  now  due  and  payable, 
.and  alleging  the  fact  that  the  plaintiffs  ^^are  now  the  lawful 
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owners  and  holders  of  tlie  said  note  and  mortgage."  The 
answer  admits  the  execution  of  the  note  and  mortgage,  that  no 
part  of  the  note  has  been  paid,  and  alleges  that  the  defend- 
ants "have  not  sufficient  information  or  knowledge  to  enable- 
them  to  form  a  belief  as  to  whether  or  not  plaintiffs  are  the 
lawful  owners  and  holders  of  the  note  and  mortgage,  and 
therefore  deny  the  sama"  Plaintiffs'  motion  to  strike  out 
the  answer  as  frivolous  and  for  judgment  was  granted.  A 
stay  was  ordered,  but  before  the  expiration  of  the  stay  the  de- 
fendants excepted  to  the  order  granting  the  motion.  There- 
upon the  court  entered  an  order  striking  out  the  answer  as 
frivolous  and  ordering  judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs. 

The  facts  alleged  show  that  the  defendants  were  informed 
of  all  the  facts  as  to  plaintiffs'  ownership  of  the  note  and 
mortgage  at  the  time  of  their  execution  and  delivery  by  de- 
fendants to  the  plaintiffs.  The  pleadings  in  the  case  allege 
no  fact  tending  to  show  that  there  has  been  any  transfer  or 
change  of  ownership  of  the  note  and  mortgage.  The  allega- 
tions that  the  plaintiffs  were  the  original  owners  and  are  now 
the  owners  and  holders  of  the  note  and  mortgage  presump- 
tively show  that  no  change  in  the  ownership  of  the  note  and 
mortgage  has  taken  place  since  their  delivery  to  the  plaintiffs, 
and  their  ownership  thereof  must  be  assumed  to  continue.  A 
denial  of  plaintiff's  ownership  on  insufficient  knowledge  or 
information  to  form  a  belief  cannot  be  resorted  to  when  the 
facts  alleged  in  the  complaint  must  of  necessity  be  within  the 
defendants'  personal  knowledge.  If  the  defendants  had  al- 
leged, in  connection  with  such  a  denial,  facts  tending  to  show 
that  the  defendants  were  unable  to  obtain  knowledge  or  in- 
formation sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
note  and  mortgage  had  been  transferred  by  the  plaintiffs  be- 
fore action  was  commenced,  then  this  fonn  of  denial  could 
have  been  employed  by  them.  But  no  such  facts  are  alleged 
by  them,  and  hence  they  must  be  held  to  have  personal  knowl- 
edge of  the  fact  of  the  ownership  of  the  note  and  mortgage 
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which  they  attempt  to  deny.  Under  this  state  of  th.e  plead- 
ings the  court  properly  struck  out  this  portion  of  the  answer 
as  evasive  and  frivolous.  Sec  2681,  Stats.  (1898)  ;  Hathor 
way  V.  Baldwin,  17  Wis.  616 ;  Milwaukee  r.  0' Sullivan,  25 
Wis.  666. 

By  the  Court. — The  judgment  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 


Nelsoit,  Respondent^  vs.  A.  H.  Staitgb  Company,  Appellant 

October  2^— November  li,  1909. 

New  trial:  Grouttds,  hov>  shovm:  Appeal:  Res  Judicata:  Reinstat- 
ing verdict:  One  judge  setting  aside  order  by  another:  Bill  of 
exceptions:  Settling  after  time  for  appeal  has  expired:  Special 
verdict:  Sufficiency:  Witnesses:  Cross-examination:  Master  and 
servant:  Injuries:  Excessive  damages, 

1.  Although  a  written  opinion  of  the  trial  judge  Indicates  his  rea- 

sons for  granting  a  motion  to  set  aside  a  verdict,  yet  the  sub- 
sequent order  setting  it  aside  upon  grounds  expressly  stated 
therein  is  the  authentic  and  ofQclal  evidence  as  to  such  grounds. 

2.  Where  defendant  appealed  from  an  order  granting  to  plaintiff  a 

second  new  trial,  but  not  from  the  order  granting  the  first,  af- 
firmance of  the  order  appealed  from  conclusively  adjudicated 
that  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  a  new  trial  and  that  a  new  trial 
must  follow  that  order;  hence  the  verdict  on  the  first  trial  oould 
not  thereafter  be  reinstated  and  judgment  entered  thereon. 
[3.  The  order  setting  aside  the  verdict  on  the  first  trial  having  been 
made  on  the  ground  that  a  material  issue  of  fact  had  not  been 
submitted  to  the  jury  and  because  the  trial  judge  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  conduct  of  the  trial  and  the  instructions  to  the 
jury  as  a  whole, — whether  another  judge,  before  whom  the  cause 
was  brought  by  change  of  venue,  could,  had  there  been  no  ad- 
judication on  appeal,  set  aside  such  order  of  his  predecessor, 
not  determined.] 
4.  After  the  time  for  appeal  from  an  order  or  Judgment  has  expired 
the  court  should  not,  in  the  absence  of  stipulation  of  the  par- 
ties, settle  a  bill  of  exceptions  covering  the  proceedings  which 
led  up  only  to  the  making  of  such  order  or  the  rendition  of  such 
a  Judgment 

Vol.  140  —  42 
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5.  Where  by  separate  answers  defendant's  actionable  negligence  In 

three  particulars  was  found  In  a  special  verdict,  a  further  find- 
ing that  "such  negligence  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's 
Injury"  was  not  insuflBcient  on  the  ground  that  the  jury  might 
not  have  been  unanimous  as  to  which  particular  item  of  negli- 
gence was  the  proximate  cause. 

6.  Each  separate  question  of  a  special  verdict  is  to  be  answered 

upon  all  the  competent  evidence  bearing  thereon  and  as  If  this 
were  the  only  issue  in  the  case. 

7.  To  show  that  there  was  no  negligence  in  failing  to  equip  with  a 

splitter  a  ripsaw  at  which  plaintiff  was  working  when  injured, 
a  witness  for  defendant  testified  that  it  was  impracticable  tQ 
equip  the  saw  with  a  splitter  attached  in  a  particular  way.  On 
the  cross^xamipation  plaintiff  was  permitted  to  show  by  the 
witness  that  after  the  accident  a  splitter  was  attached  to  the 
saw  in  another  way.  Held  proper,  it  not  being  necessary  to 
limit  the  cross-examination  to  the  exact  words  of  the  direct 
examination,  and  the  evidence  being  admitted  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  the  practicability  of  so  equipping  the  saw. 

8.  An  award  of  $5,200,  reduced  from  $6,200  to  that  figure  by  the 

trial  court,  is  held  not  excessive  for  serious  and  painful  injuries 
to  a  laboring  man  forty-three  years  old,  resulting  in  the  loss 
of  one  of  his  eyes  and  impaired  vision  in  the  other. 

9.  Where  damages  awarded  by  the  jury  have  been  reduced  by  the 

trial  court,  the  supreme  court  is  reluctant  to  interfere  further 
with  the  verdict  on  the  ground  that  the  amount  is  still  ex- 
cessive. 

Apprat,  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Lincoln 
county:  A.  H.  Reid,  Circuit  Judge.     AffirmedL 

For  the  appellant  there  waa  a  brief  bj  Krevizer,  Bird, 
Rosenherry  &  Okoneski,  and  oral  argument  by  C7.  B,  Bird, 
They  cited,  among  other  cases,  Oconto  B.Co.  v.  Cayouette, 
138  Wis.  664,  120  N.  W.  497;  Wheeler  v.  Bussdl,  93  Wis. 
135,  67  N.  W.  43 ;  Swedish  Am.  Nat.  Bank  v.  Koebemick, 
136  Wis.  473,  117  N.  W.  1020;  Linden  L.  Co.  v.  Milwaukee 
E.  R.  &  L.  Co.  107  Wis.  493,  83  N.  W.  851 ;  Drake  v.  Scheu- 
nemann,  103  Wis.  458,  79  N.  W.  749 ;  Piano  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Rasey,  69  Wis.  246,  34  N.  W.  85 ;  Hixon  v.  Oneida  Co.  82 
Wis.  515,  52  K  W.  445 ;  Douglas  Co.  v.  Walbridge,  36  Wis. 
643 ;  Musbach  v.  Wis.  C.  Co.  108  Wis.  57,  84  N.  W.  36 ; 
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Yazdzewski  v.  Barker,  131  Wis.  494,  111  K  W.  689 ;  Larson 
V.  Knapp,  Stout  d  Co.  Co.  98  Wis.  178,  73  K  W.  992 ;  Hollo- 
way  V.  H.  W.  JohnS'Manville  Co.  135  Wis.  629,  116  N.  W. 
€35 ;  Gay  v.  Milwavkec  E.  B.  d  L.  Co.  138  Wis.  348, 120  N. 
W.  283 ;  Sherman  v.  Menominee  Biver  L.  Co.  77  Wis.  14,  45 
X.  W.  1079;  Kreider  v.  Wis.  Biver  P.  &  P.  Co.  110  Wis. 
645,  86  N".  W.  662;  Olwell  v.  Skobis,  126  Wis.  308,  105  N. 
W.  777 ;  Wysocki  v.  Wis.  Lakes  I.  d  C.  Co.  121  Wis.  96,  98 
N.  W.  950. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Humphrey  Barton 
and  Thomas  J.  Mathews,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Mathews. 
Among  other  authorities,  they  cited  Cameron  v.  SuUivan,  15 
Wis,  510;  Bonesteel  v.  Bonesteel,  30  Wis.  151;  Maxwell  v. 
Kennedy,  50  Wis.  645,  7  N.  W.  657 ;  Kayser  v.  HaHneit,  67 
Wis.  250,  30  IS.  W.  363 ;  Shafer  v.  Ea/u  Claire,  105  Wis. 
239,  81  K  W.  409. 

Timlin,  J.  In  this  action  for  personal  injury  to  plaintiff 
caused  by  the  alleged  negligence  of  defendant  the  jury  on 
January  10,  1907,  returned  a  special  verdict  by  which  they 
found  the  defendant  guilty  of  negligence  which  was  the  proxi- 
mate cause  of  plaintiff's  injury,  and  assessed  plaintiff's  dam- 
ages at  $5,000.  But  they  further  answered  oonceming  the 
plaintiff's  contributory  negligence  and  assumption  of  risk  as 
follows: 

*T>id  the  plaintiff  know  and  appreciate,  or  in  the  exercise 
of  ordinary  care  ought  he  to  have  known  and  appreciated,  at 
the  time  when  defendant  put  him  to  work  with  said  ripsaw, 
the  dangers  incident  to  working  with  said  ripsaw  ?     A.  Yes. 

"Did  the  plaintiff  know,  or  should  he  have  known  in  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care,  at  the  time  of  his  injury,  that  sliv- 
ers were  liable  to  be  thrown  toward  him  by  said  ripsaw? 
A.  Yes. 

"Ought  the  plaintiff  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  to 
have  reasonably  anticipated  sudi  an  injury  as  occurred  to 
him  at  the  time  and  place  of  the  injury  to  him  i     A,  Yes." 
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On  motion  the  judge  of  the  superior  court  in  which  this 
action  was  tried  set  aside  this  verdict  and  granted  a  new  trial. 
In  his  opinion  on  the  motion  he  stated  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion in  the  special  verdict  submitting  the  material  issue 
whether  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  negligence  which  contrib- 
uted to  cause  his  injury.  But  the  order  awarding  a  new 
trial  is  stated  to  be  ''on  the  ground  that  said  verdict  is  against 
the  law^  in  that  no  question  was  submitted  to  the  jury  in  said 
verdict  covering  the  material  issue  of  fact  whether  or  not  the 
n^ligence  of  the  plaintiff,  if  any  there  was,  contributed  prox- 
imately to  his  injury,  and  because  said  verdict  does  not  cover 
aU  the  material  controverted  issues  of  fact  in  the  case,  and  for 
the  further  reason  that  the  court  is  not  satisfied  with  the  con- 
duct of  the  trial  and  the  instructions  as  a  whole  in  submitting 
the  case  to  the  jury."  The  defendant  filed  an  exception  to 
this  order,  but  thereafter  joined  in  a  stipulation  setting  the 
cause  down  for  trial  on  August  27,  1907,  another  stipulation 
setting  the  cause  for  trial  on  September  3,  1907.  The  cause 
was  then  tried  for  the  second  time  in  the  superior  courts  and 
that  court  directed  a  verdict  for  defendant.  On  motion  of 
the  plaintiff  that  court  thereafter  set  aside  the  directed  verdict 
and  granted  a  new  trial.  The  defendant  appealed  to  this 
court  from  this  second  order  granting  a  new  trial,  and  the 
order  was  aflSrmed  in  137  Wis.  309, 118  N.  W.  1119. 

After  the  cause  was  remanded  from  this  court  the  defend- 
ant filed  an  affidavit  of  prejudice  against  the  judge  of  the  su- 
perior court,  and  thereupon  the  parties  joined  in  a  stipulation 
that  the  present  attorneys  for  appellant  be  substituted  as  atr 
tomeys  and  that  the  place  of  trial  of  the  action  be  changed  to 
the  circuit  court  for  Lincoln  county,  and  upon  such  stipula- 
tion the  superior  court  ordered  this  change  on  February  17, 
1909,  and  also  made  an  order  substituting  for  defendant's  at- 
torneys the  present  attorneys  for  appellant.  In  tie  circuit 
court  the  cause  was  tried  for  the  third  time,  and  the  jury  re- 
turned a  special  verdict  in  which  they  found  the  defendant 
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negligent  in  three  particulars:  (1)  In  failing  to  provide  a 
splitter  for  the  ripsaw  in  question;  (2)  in  failing  to  have 
aaid  ripsaw  guarded  with  a  cover;  (3)  in  failing  to  warn  and 
instruct  the  plaintiff  concerning  the  danger  to  which  he  was 
subjected  in  operating  the  ripsaw.  The  fourth  question 
of  the  special  verdict  and  the  answer  thereunto  were :  "If  you 
answer  any  or  all  of  the  first  three  questions  *Yes/  then  was 
such  negligence  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  injury? 
A.  Yes."  The  plaintiff  was  acquitted  of  assumption  of  risk 
and  contributory  n^ligence  and  his  damages  fixed  at  $6,200. 

On  April  22,  1909,  the  defendant  proposed  a  bill  of  ex- 
ceptions relative  to  the  first  trial  of  the  action.  This  bill  of 
exceptions  last  mentioned  was  settled  by  Judge  Helms  of  the 
superior  court  on  May  10,  1909,  after  the  last  verdict  in  the 
circuit  court.  Defendant  then  moved  before  the  circuit 
judge  on  the  record  in  the  action  and  on  such  bill  of  excep- 
tions to  vacate  and  set  aside  the  order  of  Judge  Helms  of 
March  29, 1907,  which  order  set  aside  the  first  verdict  of  Jan- 
uary 10,  1907,  and  to  reinstate  such  verdict  and  for  judg- 
ment for  the  defendant  thereon ;  also  for  judgment  in  defend- 
ant's favor  on  the  undisputed  evidence  on  the  last  trial  not- 
withstanding the  last  verdict,  to  change  certain  answers  in 
the  last  verdict,  and,  finally,  for  a  new  trial  for  errors  occur- 
ring during  the  last  trial  and  because  of  excessive  damages. 
These  motions  were  all  denied,  and  on  motion  of  the  plaintiff 
the  bill  of  exceptions  settled  by  Judge  Helms  was  stricken 
from  the  files  and  judgment  granted  the  plaintiff  on  the  last 
verdict  on  condition  he  remit  $1,000  from  the  amount  of  the 
verdict,  which  was  done,  whereupon  judgment  was  rendered 
for  the  plaintiff. 

Errors  are  assigned  in  striking  the  bill  of  exceptions  of  the 
first  trial  from  the  record  and  in  refusing  to  vacate  Judge 
Helms's  order  of  March  29,  1907,  and  in  refusing  to  rein- 
state the  first  verdict  and  grant  judgment  for  the  defendant 
thereon;  in  denying  defendant's  motion  for  judgment  not- 
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withstanding  the  Terdict  in  the  last  trial,  and  in  refusing  to 
change  the  answers  to  certain  questions  in  the  last  verdict;  in 
not  including  in  the  last  special  verdict  certain  questions  re- 
quested by  defendant;  in  receiving  evidence;  in  rendering 
judgment  excessive  in  amount 

The  judge  of  the  superior  court  might  properly  have  en- 
tered judgment  for  the  defendant  upon  the  first  verdict, 
Campshnre  v.  Standotrd  Mfg.  Co.  137  Wis.  155,  118  N.  W. 
633 ;  Monte  v.  ^Yax^sau  P.  M.  Co.  132  Wis.  205,  111  K  W. 
1114;  Coolidge  v.  Hallauer,  126  Wis.  244,  105  N.  W.  668; 
Meyer  v.  MUwaul-ee  E.  R.  &  L.  Co.  116  Wis.  336,  93  N.  W. 
6 ;  Helnike  v.  ThUmmiy,  107  Wis.  216,  83  N.  W.  360.  But 
he  did  not  do  so,  and  although  his  written  opinion  upon  mo^ 
tion  to  set  aside  that  verdict  indicates  that  he  considered  the 
verdict  insufficient,  yet  in  his  order  setting  it  aside  he  does  so 
expressly  upon  the  ground  that  a  material  issue  of  fact  cover- 
ing the  contributory  negligence  of  the  plaintiff  was  not  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  trial  and  the  instructions  as 
a  whole  in  submitting  the  case  to  the  jury.  This  order  fol- 
lowed the  opinion  and  represents  the  later  more  authentic  and 
official  evidence  of  the  grounds  upon  which  the  verdict  was 
set  aside.  The  defendant  neglected  to  appeal  from  this  <Mder 
granting  a  new  trial,  but  appealed  to  this  court  from  a  like 
order  made  by  the  superior  court  at  the  end  of  the  second 
trial.  It  could  have  appealed  from  both  orders,  but  omitted  to- 
do  so.  Sec.  3049,  Stats.  (1898).  When  the  cause  was  deter- 
mined by  this  court  affirming  the  order  of  the  superior  court 
granting  a  new  trial  after  the  second  trial,  it  was  conclusively 
adjudicated  that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  a  new  trial  and 
that  a  new  trial  must  follow  that  order.  After  this  adjudica- 
tion the  defendant  could  not  be  permitted  to  say  that  there 
should  be  no  new  trial  in  the  action  because  of  something  whidi 
he  failed  to  present  to  this  court  Ean  v.  C,  M.  £  St  P.  R. 
Co.  101  Wis.  166,  76  N.  W.  329,  and  cases;  Halsey  v.  Waur 
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kesha  Springs  Sanitarium,  128  Wis.  438,  107  N.  W.  1,  and 
cases  cited.  It  is  therefore  unnecessary  to  consider  the  legal 
effect  of  joining  in  the  stipulations  or  participating  in  the  sub- 
sequent trials.  But  it  must  be  understood  that  we  do  not  de- 
cide, and  do  not  proceed  upon  the  assumption,  that  the  judge  of 
the  circuit  court  could  but  for  this  adjudication  set  aside  an 
order  of  his  predecessor  in  the  case  granting  a  new  trial  upon 
the  grounds  here  stated  in  the  order  so  sought  to  be  set  aside. 
There  was  no  error  in  the  ruling  of  the  circuit  court  striking 
the  bill  of  exceptions  relative  to  the  first  trial  from  the  record 
and  refusing  to  reinstate  the  first  verdict  More  than  two  yea  rs 
had  elapsed  from  the  time  of  making  the  first  order  for  a  new 
trial  before  the  bill  of  exceptions  was  proposed.  The  statute 
expressly  limits  the  time  within  which  a  writ  of  error  may  be 
issued  or  an  appeal  taken  to  obtain  a  review  by  the  supreme 
court  of  any  judgment  or  order  to  two  years  from  the  date  of 
the  entry  of  such  judgment  or  order,  except  in  certain  in- 
stances not  here  relevant  Sec.  3039,  Stats.  (1898).  This 
time  cannot  be  extended.  Sec.  2831,  Stats.  (1898).  After 
the  time  for  appeal  from  an  order  or  judgment  has  expired 
the  court  should  not,  in  the  absence  of  stipulation  of  the  par- 
ties, settle  a  bill  of  exceptions  covering  the  proceedings  which 
led  up  only  to  the  making  of  such  order  or  the  rendition  of 
such  a  judgment  Shafer  v.  Eau  Claire,  105  Wis.  239,  81 
K  W.  409. 

With  reference  to  the  last  trial,  the  special  verdict  having 
by  the  first  three  answers  found  three  grounds  of  actionable 
negligence,  the  answer  to  the  fourth  question  established  that 
such  negligence  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  in- 
juries. The  verdict  was  quite  similar  to  that  in  the  case  of 
Roedler  v.  C,  M.  &  SL  P.  E.  Ca.  129  Wis.  270,  109  K  W. 
88,  and  Olettler  v.  SlieboyganX.,  P.  <i  R.  Co,  130  Wis.  137, 
109  N.  W.  973,  in  this  respect  See,  however,  PecJc  v.  Bara- 
hoo,  141  Wis.  48,  122  N.  W.  740,  with  reference  to  the 
requisites  of  a  special  verdict  when  submitted  in  this  form. 
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Without  restating  tlie  evidence  offered  at  the  second  trial,  we 
will  merely  say  that  we  agree  with  the  learned  circuit  judge 
that  there  was  evidence  to  support  the  verdict  returned  by  the 
jury.  It  is  contended  that  in  arriving  at  an  affirmative  an- 
swer to  the  fourth  question  of  the  special  verdict  some  mem- 
bers of  the  jury  may  have  considered  that  the  absence  of  the 
splitter  as  found  in  answer  to  the  first  question  was  the  sole 
cause  of  plaintiff's  injury,  other  members  that  the  absence  of 
the  cover  as  found  in  the  second  answer  was  the  sole  cause, 
and  still  other  members  that  the  failure  to  instruct  or  warn  as 
found  in  the  third  answer  was  the  sole  cause;  and  so  the 
plaintiff  may  have  obtained  an  affinnative  answer  to  the 
fourth  question  without  the  unanimous  concurrence  of  the 
jury  finding  which  particular  item  of  negligence  was  the 
proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  injury.  Beflection  must  dis- 
close that  such  a  rule  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion  would 
defeat  all  general  verdicts  and  most  special  verdicts.  Each 
separate  question  of  a  special  verdict  is  to  be  determined  and 
answered  upon  all  the  competent  evidence  bearing  there(m 
and  as  if  this  were  the  only  issue  in  the  casa  There  are  no 
doubt  cases  in  which  the  rule  invoked  by  appellant  obtains. 
Du  Caie  v.  Brighton,  133  Wis.  628,  114  N.  W.  103,  and 
cases  cited.  Gay  v.  Milwavkee  E.  R.  S  L.  Co.  138  Wis.  348, 
120  N.  W.  283,  relied  upon  by  appellant,  presented  a  case 
where  a  single  question  answered  by  the  jury  in  the  affirma- 
tive presented  two  alternative  propositions,  and  therefore  is 
not  applicable  to  the  instant  case.  We  do  not  find  that  this 
objection  has  ever  been  sustained  to  a  situation  like  the  pres- 
ent. Without  at  present  attempting  to  define  or  set  exact 
limits  to  this  rule,  we  consider  that  it  is  not  applicable  to  the 
situation  here  presented. 

It  was  shown  against  the  objection  of  appellant  that  after 
the  accident  in  question  the  saw  was  equipped  with  a  splitter. 
But  the  defendant  first  offered  a  witness  who  testified  that  a 
splitter  could  not  have  been  fastened  to  the  table  and  main- 
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tained  there  with  this  kind  of  saw.  On  cross-examination  of 
this  witness  he  waa  asked  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  a  splitter 
was  used  on  this  particular  machine,  and,  upon  objection  be- 
ing made,  plaintiffs  counsel  announcied  that  this  was  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  it  was  practicable  to  put  a 
splitter  on  this  machine,  whereupon  the  witness  was  required 
to  answer,  and  he  did  answer  that  after  they  had  studied  out 
how  to  do  it  they  had  equipped  the  saw  with  a  splitter.  Ap- 
pellant contends  that  his  question  in  chief  was  limited  to  the 
practicability  of  fastening  a  splitter  on  the  table  behind  the 
saw,  while  the  cross-examination  was  permitted  to  show  a 
splitter  otherwise  attached.  This  is  quite  a  refined  distinc- 
tion. The  evidence  in  chief  was  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing and  tended  to  support  an  inference  that  the  defendant 
was  not  negligent  because  it  was  impracticable  to  equip  the 
saw  with  a  splitter.  The  cross-examination  might  properly 
be  extended  to  matters  tending  to  dissipate  such  inference, 
and  was  not  limited  to  the  exact  words  of  the  examination  in 
chief.  Under  such  circumstances,  and  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  drawn  out,  the  testimony  was  competent.  Lind 
V.  Uniform  S.  &  P.  Co.,  ante,  p.  183,  120  N.  W.  839,  and 
cases  cited. 

Upon  the  claim  that  the  damages  awarded,  after  having 
been  reduced  by  the  trial  judge  from  $6,200  to  $5,200,  are 
still  excessive,  appellant  submits  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  labor- 
ing man  forty-three  years  of  age  who  lost  an  eye  by  the  acci- 
dent, had  hospital  and  medical  expenses  of  only  $95,  and  his 
earning  capacity  was  not  impaired  by  the  injury.  The 
plaintiff  offered  no  medical  testimony  and  the  defendant  none 
bearing  upon  the  extent  of  plaintiff's  injuries.  But  it  ap- 
pears from  plaintiff's  evidence  that  the  injury  was  a  very 
painful  one,  consisting  in  a  sliver  being  driven  through  the 
eyelid  and  deep  into  the  eye,  of  the  operation  for  the  removal' 
of  the  eye  and  of  the  difficulty  and  inconvenience  from  dust 
and  suppuration  which  follows  the  loss  of  the  eye,  and  of  im- 
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paired  vision  in  the  remaining  eye  for  the  purpose  of  reading- 
by  artificial  light  The  circuit  judge  properly  reduced  the 
verdict,  and  we  are  reluctant  to  interfere  with  verdicts  on  the 
ground  that  the  damages  are  excessive  in  cases  where  the  cir- 
cuit judge  in  the  proper  and  fearless  discharge  of  his  duty- 
has  already  exercised  his  judgment  with  respect  to  the  amount 
of  damages  to  be  allowed.  We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the 
record  and  must  decline  to  disturb  the  judgmentb 
By  the  Court. — Judgment  aJBSrmed. 


P£T£BMAN  and  others^  Eespondents,  vs.  Kingslet  and 

others,  Appellants. 

October  2&— November  12, 1909. 

Partition:  Who  may  m^ntoin  action:  Estate  in  possession:  Tenants 
in  common:  Lessees  purchasing  interest:  Parties. 

1.  A  tenant  in  common  of  land  leased  to  others  may  maintain  an 

action  for  partition  under  sec.  3101,  Stats.  (1898),  the  lesaees' 
possession  helng  that  of  the  owners;  and  if  one  or  more  of  the 
lessees  purchase  the  Interest  of  one  of  such  owners  they  saoceed 
to  his  rights  and  may  have  partition. 

2.  Lessees  of  land  are  not  necessary  parties  to  an  action  for  parti- 

tion between  the  lessors,  their  rights  not  being  altected.  If  the 
land  is  to  be  sold  in  such  action  it  must  be  sold  subject  to  the 
leases. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Lincoln 
county :  Almon  A.  Helms,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

In  February,  1905,  R.  0.  Kingsley  and  John  Ross  were 
the  owners  of  certain  real  estate  in  the  city  of  Merrill  on 
which  had  been  erected  a  business  block.  During  that  month 
a  portion  of  the  block  was  leased  by  the  plaintiffs  ^V,  F.  and 
A.  F,  Peterman  for  a  period  of  five  years  at  an  annual  rental 
of  $1,200,  payable  monthly  in  advance.  Other  portions  of 
the  block  were  leased  to  other  tenants,  and  a  portion  of  the 
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real  estate  was  not  leased  to  any  one  at  the  iime  this  action 
was  commenced.  The  said  lessees,  together  with  B,  J.  Peter- 
man,  on  or  about  March  1,  1907,  purchased  the  interest  of 
Jc^  Boss  in  such  real  estate.  Since  such  purchase  the  les- 
sees have  been  paying  to  the  defendant  R.  G,  Kingsley  one 
half  the  amount  provided  for  in  their  lease.  One  half  the 
rent  received  from  the  other  tenants  has  been  paid  to  the  de- 
fendant Kingsley,  and  the  remaining  half  to  the  purchasers 
of  the  Ross  interest  This  was  an  action  for  partition,  in 
which  it  was  prayed  that  a  sale  of  the  premises  be  made  in 
case  partition  could  not  be  had  without  prejudice  to  the  own- 
ers of  the  property.  The  court  found  that  the  property 
could  not  be  partitioned  and  ordered  a  sale  thereof.  The 
defendants  £.  0.  and  Margaret  Kingsley  appeal  from  such 
order. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Van  Hecke  dk 
Fisher,  and  oral  argument  by  W.  E.  Fisher. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  M,  0.  Porter,  at- 
torney, and  F.  J.  &  A.  H.  Smith,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Mr,  Porter  and  Mr.  F.  J.  Smith. 

Baknes,  J.  The  appellants  contend  that  at  the  time  the 
Petermans  purchased  the  interest  of  Koss  in  the  real  estate 
sought  to  be  partitioned  they  were  in  possession  of  a  portion 
thereof  as  tenants  under  a  lease  from  the  defendant  Kingsley 
and  their  grantor,  Ross,  which  has  not  yet  expired,  and  tliat 
they  are  still  in  possession  under  such  lease,  and  that  such 
possession  is  not  sufficient  to  support  an  action  for  partition. 
Furthermore,  that  a  sale!  of  the  premises  in  the  partition  pro- 
ceeding might  destroy  the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant  ex- 
isting between  Kingsley  and  the  Petermans,  and  that  a  tenant 
cannot  change  his  relationship  to  his  landlord  in  any  such 
manner.  Sec.  3101,  Stats.  (1898),  provides  that  joint  ten- 
ants, or  tenants  in  common,  of  lands  may  have  partition 
thereof,  and  that  su<^  an  action  may  be  brought  by  any  per- 
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son  who  has  an  estate  in  possession  of  the  lands  which  it  is 
sought  to  partition.  Manifestly  Kingsley  and  Ross  were 
tenants  in  common  of  the  parcel  of  land  in  question  prior  to 
the  sale  of  the  Ross  interest.  The  possession  of  their  lessees 
was  their  possession,  and  either  might  bring  partition  pro- 
ceedings under  the  statute.  It  would  be  anomalous  to  hold 
that  owners  as  tenants  in  common  did  not  have  an  estate  in 
possession  of  premises  occupied  by  their  lessees.  When  the 
Petermans  purchased  the  interest  of  their  landlord  Ross  they 
acquired  all  the  rights  in  the  property  which  he  possessed  and 
became  tenants  in  common  with  their  oo-owner^  Kingsley, 
and  acquired  the  same  right  to  bring  partition  proceedings 
that  he  had.  It  is  true  they  were  liable  to  Kingsley  for  one 
half  the  stipulated  rent  under  the  lease  and  that  their  posses- 
sion thereunder  was  his  possession.  But  it  is  also  true  that 
by  virtue  of  their  purchase,  and  the  tenancy  in  common  with 
Kingsley  which  resulted  therefrom,  they  were  in  possession 
as  owners  of  a  half  interest  in  the  premises  The  situation 
is  not  different  from  what  it  would  be  had  the  lease  been  made 
after  the  purchase  and  covered  the  half  interest  of  Kingsley 
only.  The  plaintiffs  would  then  be  in  possession  of  a  one- 
half  interest  in  the  property  by  virtue  of  their  ownership,  and 
of  the  remaining  moiety  by  virtue  of  their  lease.  This  latter 
possession  would  also  be  the  possession  of  Kingsley.  The 
plaintiffs  have  clearly  brought  themselves  within  the  pro- 
visions of  sec.  3101,  Stats.  (1898),  and  were  entitled  to  bring 
this  action.  HiU  v.  Reno,  112  IlL  154;  Eberts  v.  Fisher,  44 
Mich.  651,  7  N.  W.  211 ;  Hvnt  v.  HazeUon,  5  N.  H.  216. 

It  is  claimed  that  the  various  lessees  in  possession  of  the 
premises  were  necessary  parties  to  the  suit  A  lessee  has  no 
right  to  prevent  his  landlord  from  selling  the  leased  property 
subject  to  the  lease,  at  least  in  the  absence  of  covenants  therein 
affecting  such  right  Neither  can  the  landowner  avoid  a 
lease  by  making  a  sale  of  the  demised  property,  unless  it  is  so 
stipulated  in  the  lease.     Neither  could  the  rights  of  the  ten- 
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ants  in  this  case  be  affected  by  the  partition  suit  We  per- 
ceive no  good  reason  why  the  lessees  should  be  made  parties  to 
the  action,  or  how  their  rights  could  be  affected  thereby,  unless 
it  should  be  held  that  they  might  resist  a  probable  change  of 
landlords.  This  they  could  not  do.  Woodwarth  v.  Camp- 
bell, 6  Paige,  61 8*  The  court  properly  directed  the  prem- 
ises to  be  sold  subject  to  the  leases,  and  the  lessees  had  no 
such  interest  in  the  action  as  would  entitle  them  to  litigate  the 
right  of  their  landlords  to  make  a  sale  of  the  premises, 
throu^  legal  proceedings  or  otherwise,  subject  to  the  outr 
standing  leases. 

By  the  Court. — Judgment  affirmed. 
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Anticipation.     See  Carriers,  5.    Master  and  Servant,  9,  10,  31. 
Railroads,  28. 

APPEAL  AND  ERROR. 

Decisions  reviewable.    See  Appeal,  1,  2.    Courts,  5. 

Exceptions:  'Necessity.    See  Appeal.  10. 

1.  An  order  confirming  and  adopting  a  referee's  report  as  to  the 
amounts  to  be  paid  by  the  plaintiff  as  a  condition  precedent  to^ 
his  right  to  judgment  setting  aside  tax  deeds,  is  an  order  In- 
volving the  merits  and  necessarily  affecting  the  judgment,  and 
therefore,  under  sec.  2898,  Stats.  (1898),  is  a  part  of  the  judg- 
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znent  roll  and  under  sec.  3070  is  reviewable  on  appeal  from  the 
Judgment,  whether  excepted  to  or  not.  Roach  v.  Sanborn  L, 
Co.  43S 

2.  The  ooncluBion  of  law  involved  In  such  order  is  reviewable  on 

appeal  without  exception  to  the  findings  of  fact  upon  which  it 
is  based  or  settlement  of  a  bill  of  exceptions  containing  all  the 
evidence.  Ibid. 

3.  Rulings  refusing  requested  instructions  will  not  be  reviewed  on 

appeal  In  the  absence  of  exceptions  thereto.  Monaghan  v,  N.  W, 
Fuel  Co.  457 

Same:  Sufficiency. 

4.  Where  findings  necessary  to  support  the  Judgment  were  suffi- 

ciently excepted  to  and  are  unsupported  by  competent  evidence 
the  judgment  will  be  reversed,  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the 
exception  to  another  finding  was  insufficient  T.  D.  Kellogg  L. 
d  M.  Co.  V.  Webster  M.  Co.  341 

Bill  of  exceptions.    See  Appeal,  2,  8.    Costs,  4.    Exceptions,  Bux  of. 

Evidence  as  to  grounds  of  order.    See  New  Trial,  1. 

Proceedings  in  supreme  court  pending  the  appeal:  Restraining  order. 

5.  The  supreme  court  will  not  by  order  restrain  an  i^pellant  from 

doing  certain  acts  pending  the  appeal  when  such  acts  are  a& 
completely  prohibited  by  the  Judgment  appealed  from  as  they 
would  be  by  such  an  order  and  the  restraining  effect  of  the  Judg- 
ment has  not  in  any  way  been  restricted  or  modified.  Marien 
17.  Evangelical  Creed  Congregation,  31 

Assignment  of  errors:  Sufficiency.    See  Appeal,  23. 

6.  Assignments  of  error  that  the  court  erred  in  the  admission  of  evi- 

dence, In  the  rejection  of  evidence,  in  its  findings  of  fact.  In  con- 
clusions of  law,  and  in  not  finding  that  defendants  committed 
the  trespass  alleged  in  the  complaint,  are  inadequate  because 
too  general.     Stark  v.  Duhring,  521 

7.  Assignments  of  error  on  the  admission  of  evidence  will  not  be 

considered  where  the  particular  portions  claimed  to  have  been 
improperly  admitted  are  not  pointed  out  and  the  pages  of  the 
printed  case  referred  to  generally  do  not  contain  the  evidence 
claimed  to  be  incompetent    Stumm  v.  W.  U.  Tel.  Co.  52S 

Printed  case.    See  Appeal,  29. 

Briefs:  Specification  of  details  of  errors  alleged.    See  Appeal,  7. 

8.  Although  the  costs  taxed  for  drawing  a  bill  of  exceptions  may  in 

this  case  have  included  something  more  than  the  improperly  al- 
lowed costs  of  the  reporter's  transcript,  this  court  will  not  count 
folios  to  determine  that  fact,  counsel  having  furnished  no  sep- 
aration or  basis  for  separation  of  the  items.  Dralle  v.  Reeds- 
burg,  319 

9.  Upon  appeal  infirmities  claimed  to  exist  in  affidavits  made  in  tax 

proceedings  should  be  pointed  out  by  counsel.  The  court  cannot 
assume  the  duty  of  searching  for  them.    Bouchier  v.  Hammer, 

648 

Dismissal.    See  Appeal,  22. 

Review:  Parties  entitled  to  allege  error. 

10.  The  supreme  court  cannot  inquire  into  alleged  errors  at  the  in- 
stance of  a  respondent  who  has  not  appealed  from  the  Judg- 
ment nor  filed  exceptions  to  the  nilings  alleged  to  be  erroneous. 
Tilton  V.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co.  197 
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Same:  Qu€9tion8  coyisidered.    See  Evidence,  IX. 
Bame:  Presumptions, 

11.  Where  the  trial  court  made  no  specific  findings  of  fact,  but  found 

generally  that  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  were  proven  and 
true,  it  will  be  assumed,  on  appeal,  that  It  found  in  plaintifTs 
favor  upon  all  controverted  questions  of  fact.  Karnes  v.  Karnes, 

280 
Same:  Findings,  when  distur'bed,    Seo  Appeal,  4. 

12.  Where  there  is  evidence  to  support  the  findings  of  a  referee,  con- 

firmed by  the  trial  court,  they  will  not  be  set  aside  on  appeal 
unless  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence  is  against  them. 
Witt  V.  Merz,  '  29 

13.  Where  there  is  evidence  to  support  a  finding,  and  the  finding  is 

not  clearly  against  the  preponderance  of  the  evidence,  it  will 
not  be  set  aside.    Tilton  v.  J,  L,  Oates  L,  Co.  197 

14.  On  appeal  to  this  court  from  the  Judgment  of  the  circuit  court 

given  under  sec.  3769,  Stats.  (1898),  the  rule  obtains  that  the 
determination  by  such  court  as  to  facts  should  not  be  disturbed 
unless  contrary  to  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 
Luckow  v»  Boettger,  62 

15.  A  determination  by  the  circuit  court  of  issues  of  fact  by  appli- 

cation of  wrong  rules  of  law  Is  not  supported  on  appeal  by  the 
presumption  in  favor  of  Its  correctness,  requiring  a  clear  pre- 
ponderance of  evidence  to  the  contrary  to  warrant  disturbing  it 

lUd, 

16.  Where  In  an  action  for  death  the  question  whether  decedent  was 

guilty  of  contributory  negligence  as  a  matter  of  law  Is  under 
the  evidence  extremely  close,  the  appellate  court  must  place 
considerable  reliance  upon  the  decision  of  the  trial  court  hind 
V,  Uniform  8.  d  P.  Co.  183 

17.  Findings  of  fact  which  are  not  against  the  clear  preponderance 

of  the  evidence  are  to  be  regarded  as  verities  on  appeal.  Joyce 
17.  Russell,  583 

Afflrmance  and  reversal:  Material  and  immaterial  errors.  See  Banks 
AND  Banking,  3, 4.  Cancellation  of  Instruments,  2.  Costs,  1. 
Criminal  Law^  11,  18,  22-24,  27.  Damages,  6,  11-15.  Divorce. 
Eminent  Domain,  3-5.  Highways,  15,  17.  Homicide,  1.  Insur- 
ance, 2.  Master  and  Servant,  13,  18,  32.  Negligence,  1,  2. 
Pleading,  2.  Railroads,  31-34.  Sales,  4.  Telegraphs  and 
Telephones,  3.    Trial,  1,  3.    Witnesses,  6. 

18.  In  the  absence  of  a  showing  that  appellant  is  entitled  to  recover 

more  than  the  amount  for  which  he  had  Judgment  and  which 
respondent  concedes,  the  Judgment  should  be  al&rmed.  RicJi- 
ards  V.  Manitotcoc  d  N.  T.  Co.  85 

19.  Where,  in  an  action  to  recover  commissions,  it  appeared  that 

certain  commissions  became  due  before  the  trial,  and  the  sales 
on  which  they  were  based  were  admitted  without  controversy 
as  to  the  amount,  objection  that  the  commissions  were  not  due 
at  the  time  the  action  was  commenced  Is  technical  and  error 
in  their  allowance  should  be  disregarded  under  sec.  2829,  Stats. 
(1898).    Tilton  v.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co.  197 

20.  Where  the  sufficiency  of  a  complaint  was  not  challenged  by  gen- 

eral demurrer,  and  the  true  contract  of  the  parties,  set  up  in 
the  answer  but  imperfectly  set  up  in  the  complaint,  was  es- 
tablished at  the  trial,  and  the  parties  litigated  the  issues  arls- 
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ing  out  of  such  contract,  error.  If  any,  In  oyerruling  a  demur- 
rer ore  tenus  to  the  complaint  on  the  ground  that  the  imper- 
fectly recited  contract  showed  that  plaintiffs  had  not  performed 
it,  should  be  disregarded  under  sec.  2829,  Stats.  (1898).      IbiiL 

[21.  How  far  sec.  3072m,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1909,  ch.  192),  changes  the 
rules  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  this  court  long  before  the 
passage  of  that  act,  and  how  far,  if  at  all,  it  extends  the  pro- 
visions of  sec.  2829,  Stats.  (1898),  not  determined.]  Batet  v. 
C,  M.  d  8t.  P.  R.  Co.  235 

22.  Where  erroneous  rulings  on  evidence  vitally  affect  the  whole 

amount  in  controversy  the  judgment  cannot  be  affirmed  under 
ch.  192,  Laws  of  1909,  although  the  actual  difference  between 
the  parties  will  not  cover  the  cost  of  a  new  trial;  nor  can  the 
appeal  be  dismissed  or  the  judgment  be  affirmed  under  the  rule 
de  minimis  non  curat  lex,  so  long  as  the  parties  have  the  right 
of  appeal  regardless  of  the  amount  involved.  Monture  v.  Reg- 
ling,  407 

23.  Instructions  relative  to  a  question  upon  which  the  jury  found  in 

appellant's  favor  cannot  be  assigned  as  error  by  him.  Lehmam 
V,  C,  8t  P.,  M,  d  O.  R,  Co,  497 

24.  Appellant  was  not  prejudiced  by  the  admission  of  evidence  relat- 

ing to  a  question  upon  which  the  jury  found  in  his  favor  and 
having  no  bearing  upon  any  question  upon  which  they  found 
against  him.  IhiA. 

25.  Upon  a  trial  by  the  court,  errors  in  the  admission  of  evidence 

are  not  material  if  the  findings  are  supported  by  other  evidence 
properly  admitted.    Stark  v.  Duhring,  621 

26.  The  erroneous  admission  of  evidence  is  not  prejudicial  to  appel- 

lants when  it  supports  their  claim  and  impeaches  the  case  of 
the  respondent    White  v.  White,  538 

Subsequent  appeals:  Law  of  the  case. 

27.  The  decision  on  a  former  appeal  is  the  law  of  the  case  and, 

whether  right  or  wrong,  is  controlling  upon  a  second  appeal  in 
the  same  action.    Roach  v.  Sanborn  L.  Co.  435 

Mandate  on  reversal.    See  Criminal  Law,  25,  26. 

28.  Where,  upon  appeal  to  this  court,  findings  of  a  trial  court  are 

condemned  because  made  by  application  of  wrong  rules  of  law 
and  the  right  of  the  matter  does  not  clearly  appear  from  the 
evidence,  the  case  upon  reversal  will  be  remanded  to  the  trial 
jurisdiction  to  find  the  facts,  proceeding  in  the  light  of  correct 
legal  principles.    Luckow  v.  Boettger,  €3 

Costs:  Printed  case. 

29.  Costs  are  not  allowed  for  printing  of  a  case  not  In  compliance 

with  Supreme  Ourt  Rule  6.    Roach  v.  8ant>om  L.  Co.         435 

Appeal  from  county  court.    See  Inbaitb  Pebsons. 

Appeal  from  justices*  courts.    See  Justices'  Coubts. 

Appealable  Orders.     See  Appeal,  1,  2. 

Arguments  of  Coxtnsel.    See  Trial,  1. 

Arrest.    See  Extradition. 

Assessment.    See  Certiorari.    Taxation. 

Assignments.    See  Corporations,  2. 

Assumption  of  Risk.  See  Carriers,  1.  Master  and  Servant,  22- 
26.  31. 
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ATTACHMENT. 

1.  An  attachment  of  land  does  not  deprive  the  owner  of  its  use, 

occupancy,  or  enjojrment,  except  that  he  may  he  unable  to  sell 
until  the  attachment  Is  dissolved;  and  interest  on  the  value 
of  the  land  is  not  the  basis  for  ascertainment  of  the  damages 
suffered  in  consequence  of  the  attachment.  Tilton  v.  J.  L,  Gates 
L.  Co,  197 

2.  Compensatory  damages  allowed  because  of  a  wrongful  attach- 

ment should  not  exceed  such  actual  damages  as  are  the  natural 
and  proximate  result  or  consequence  of  the  wrongful  act  in 
suing  out  the  attachment  i&id. 

Attorneys.    See  Tbial,  1. 

AUTOMOBILES. 

In  ch.  305,  Laws  of  1905,  regulating  the  operating  of  automobiles 
on  public  highways,  the  term  "public  highway^"  includes  toll 
roads.    Weirich  v.  State,  98 

Bailiffs.    See  Courts,  3-7. 

Bailments.    See  Banks  and  Banking,  1,  2. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

1.  Payments  discharging  a  trust  fund  in  the  hands  of  one  subse- 

quently adjudicated  a  bankrupt  cannot  be  recovered  as  prefer- 
ences.   Ferguson  v.  Bauernfeind,  43' 

2.  In  an  action  by  a- trustee  in  bankruptcy  to  recover  alleged  pref- 

erential payments,  a  finding  that  the  relation  of  debtor  and 
creditor  existed  between  the  defendant  and  the  bankrupt  is  not 
sustained  where  the  evidence  clearly  shows  a  trust  relation  by 
which  the  bankrupt  took,  received,  and  held  defendant's  money 
for  the  purpose  of  loaning  it,  even  though  he  may  have  mingled 
it  with  his  own  money.  Ibid. 

3.  Under  the  federal  bankruptcy  act  the  trustee  is  vested  with  no 

better  right  or  title  to  the  bankrupt's  property  than  belonged 
to  the  bankrupt  at  the  time  of  the  vesting  of  the  trustee's  title. 

Ihid, 

BANKS  AND  BANKING. 

Certificates  of  deposit:  Representations  of  cashier. 

1.  Evidence  tending  to  show  that  plaintiff's  husband,  having  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  cashier  of  defendant  bank,  told  the  cashier 
and  plaintiff  that  he  wished  to  give  the  money  to  plaintiff,  told 
the  cashier  to  give  her  a  certificate  of  deposit  therefor,  and 
advised  plaintiff  to  get  such  a  certificate;  that  the  cashier,  who 
had  full  charge  of  the  business  of  the  bank,  informed  plaintiff 
that  if  she  left  the  money  in  the  bank  for  six  months  she  would 
get  three  per  cent,  interest,  but  if  she  took  it  out  before  that 
time  she  would  get  no  interest,  and  at  the  same  time  wrote  out 
his  personal  check  on  the  bank  and  handed  it  to  her;  that  she 
took  the  check  supposing  it  to  be  a  certificate  of  deposit,  and 
kept  it  for  several  months  without  demanding  payment  thereon 
and  without  knowledge  of  its  true  character;  that  she  was  in- 
experienced in  business;  and  that  there  was  nothing  unless  it 
was  the  check  to  suggest  a  loan  by  plaintiff  to  the  cashier  per- 
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sonally, — is  held  sufficient  to  warrant  the  Jury  in  finding  a 
contract  of  deposit  between  plaintiff  and  the  bank.  Castello  «?. 
Citizens  State  Bank,  275 

2.  Assuming,  as  found  by  the  Jury,  that  prior  to  delivery  of  the 
check  to  plaintiff  there  was  an  oral  contract  of  deposit  between 
the  bank,  acting  through  its  cashier,  and  the  plaintiff,  it  cannot 
be  held  as  matter  of  law  that  the  substitution  of  the  cashier's 
personal  check  therefor  and  its  acceptance  and  retention  by 
plaintiff  under  the  circumstances  stated  revoked  or  discharged 
such  oral  contract  or  estopped  the  plaintiff  to  enforce  it,  even 
though  it  appeared  that  had  she  carefully  examined  the  check 
she  would  have  known  the  difference  between  it  and  a  certifi- 
cate of  deposit,  and  had  she  presented  it  for  payment  within 
sixty  days  it  would  have  been  paid.  Ibid, 

Violations  of  hanking  laws.    See  Criminal  Law,  18-21. 

Bame:  Pleading:  Election  between  counts. 

Z.  Three  counts  charging  a  bank  cashier  (1)  with  making  false  en- 
tries in  the  certificate  register  of  the  bank,  (2)  with  making 
false  entries  in  a  ledger  as  to  the  amounts  due  from  another 
bank,  and  (3)  with  making  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner 
of  banking  as  to  the  amount  due  on  time  certificates  and  as  to 
the  amount  due  from  other  banks,  all  in  violation  of  sec.  17, 
subch.  II,  ch.  234,  Laws  of  1903,  were  properly  included  In  one 
information;  and  it  was  not  error  to  refuse  to  compel  the  prose- 
cuting attorney  to  elect  between  them.    Ruth  v.  State,  373 

Bame:  Evidence, 

4.  In  a  prosecution  for  making  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner 
of  banking,  defendant  was  not  prejudiced  by  testimony  of  ex- 
perts that  the  books  of  another  bank  showed  that  he  had  falsi- 
fied book  entries  and  his  report  of  the  amount  due  from  other 
banks  to  his  bank,  although  there  was  no  evidence  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  books  of  the  other  bank  or  of  their  correctness,— 
it  appearing  otherwise  conclusively  from  the  report  that  de- 
fendant knowingly  made  a  false  report  based  on  incorrect  state- 
ments in  the  books  of  his  bank,  so  that  the  testimony  of  the 
experts  was  simply  corroborative  of  defendant's  admitted  knowl- 
edge of  the  falsity  of  the  book  entries  and  of  his  report  to  the 
commissioner  of  banking  based  thereon.  /frtdL 

Barber  Shops.    See  Sunday  Laws. 

Benefit  Societies.    See  Insurance,  3. 

Best  Evidence.    See  Indians,  4. 

Bill  of  Exceptions.     See  Appeal,  2,  8.     Costs,  4.     Exceptions, 
Bill  of. 

Bills  and  Notes.    See  Larceny.    Malicious  Prosecution. 

Board  of  Review.    See  Certiorari. 

Books  of  Account.    See  Evidence,  6. 

BOUNDARIES. 

See  Municipal  Corporations,  1-6. 

In  an  action  involving  the  location  of  a  boundary  line,  evidence 
of  adverse  possession  is  admissible  as  tending  to  show  the  true 
location  of  the  disputed  line.    Stark  v.  Duhring,  521 

Briefs.    See  Appeal,  9. 
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BROKERS. 
See  Appeal,  19. 

1.  A  contract  for  commissions  "to  become  due  on  one-quarter  pay- 

ment of  the  selling  price  of  any  piece  of  land  sold"  is  appor- 
tionable  and  not  entire,  and  under  it  whenever  a  payment  is 
made  amounting  to  twenty-five  per  cent  or  more  of  the  selling 
price  of  a  tract  of  land,  the  commission  becomes  not  only  due 
but  payable.    Tilton  v.  J.  L.  Ontes  L.  Co.  197 

2.  An  owner  having  breached  his  contract  to  pay  to  brokers  instal- 

ments of  commissions  as  lands  were  sold,  the  brokers  are  re- 
lieved from  continuing  to  make  sales  and  are  entitled  to  com- 
missions on  sales  made,  although  there  was  no  showing  that 
the  brokers  were  prevented  from  making  further  sales  or  were 
hindered  in  performance  by  the  owner's  refusal  to  make  pay- 
ments as  agreed.  Ihid. 

Building  Contracts.    See  Pbinoipal  and  Subety. 

BuBDEN  OF  Proof.    See  Insurance,  8.    Master  and  Servant,  27. 

CANCELLATION  OP  INSTRUMENTS. 

1.  Where  the  original  owner  of  land  had  been  in  actual  possession 
of  it  during  the  three  years  following  the  recording  of  a  tax 
deed,  thereby  preventing  the  running  of  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions in  favor  of  the  deed,  a  representation  by  the  holder  of 
the  deed  that  the  statute  had  run  in  its  favor,  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  a  conveyance  by  the  heirs  of  the  original 
owner,  was  not  a  mere  legal  opinion  but  was  a  false  representa- 
tion of  a  fact  material  to  the  transaction  and,  even  though  made 
honestly,  was  such  a  fraud  as  in  equity  would  render  voidable 
a  conveyance  reasonably  induced  thereby.    Katfuin  v.  Comatock, 

427 

'2.  Where  In  such  a  case  the  false  representation  was  as  to  one  only 
of  several  tracts  covered  by  the  conveyance,  but  there  was  no 
evidence  enabling  the  court  to  apportion  the  consideration  paid, 
and  defendants  had  refused  an  offer  giving  them  an  option  as 
to  whether  the  conveyance  should  be  set  aside  wholly  or  only 
as  to  the  one  tract,  it  was  not  error  for  the  trial  court  to  set 
aside  the  entire  conveyance.  Ihid, 

CARRIERS. 

Jielatian  between  carrier  an4  passenger:  Personal  injuries, 

1.  The  rule  that,  generally,  a  master  has  the  right  to  construct  and 

maintain  his  property  and  appliances  in  his  own  way,  and  if 
there  is  no  latent  or  hidden  danger  a  servant  assumes  the  risk 
of  injury  from  the  obvious  character  of  such  appliances,  has 
no  application  as  between  carrier  and  passenger.  Bates  v.  (7., 
M.  d  8t.  P.  R.  Co.  235 

2.  The  expression  "a  question  of  engineering,"  meaning  a  question 

of  Judgment  In  the  construction  of  a  building  or  appliance,  re- 
lates to  a  condition  of  fact  pertinent  in  cases  between  master 
and  servant,  and  not  to  any  rule  of  law  by  which  a  court  or 
Jury  is  disabled  from  deciding  a  cause  merely  because  the  de- 
cision may  involve  such  a  question.  Ibid. 

3.  As  to  a  passenger  who  was  injured  while  in  a  railway  baggage 

room  at  the  invitation  of  the  baggage  master  for  the  purpose 
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of  identifying  her  baggage,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  railway  com- 
pany to  have  such  room  reasonably  safe.  Ibid. 

4.  In  an  action  for  injuries  to  such  a  passenger,  who  accidentally 
stepped  between  the  edge  of  a  baggage  truck  and  the  edge  of 
a  pit  in  which  the  truck  stood  with  its  platform  on  a  level  with 
the  floor,  the  question  whether  the  baggage  room,  with  such 
unguarded  pit  extending  nearly  across  it,  constructed  to  facili- 
tate the  loading  and  unloading  of  baggage,  was  reasonably  safe 
for  the  use  of  passengers  claiming  or  identifying  baggage  there- 
in, is  held  to  have  been  a  question  for  the  jury.  Ibid. 

6.  The  court  properly  refused  in  such  action  to  submit  for  special 
verdict  the  question,  ''Could  it  have  been  reasonably  antici- 
pated that  the  accident  in  question  would  have  occurred  at  the 
time  and  place  in  question?"  The  inquiry  should  have  been 
whether  defendant  could  reasonably  have  anticipated  that  an 
injury  might  probably  result  to  a  passenger  by  reason  of  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  this  baggage  room  used  as  It 
was.  Ibid. 

Same:  Contributory  negligence. 

6.  Plaintiff's  testimony  in  such  case  that  she  did  not  see  the  pit  is 

held  n.ot  so  manifestly  impossible  and  untrue  as  to  warrant 
holding  as  matter  of  law  that  she  was  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence.  Ibid 

7.  The  jury  having  found  by  special  verdict  that  the  baggage  room 

was  not  reasonably  safe,  that  this  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  injury,  and  that  there  was  no  contributory  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  plaintiff,  whether  or  not  a  further  express  find- 
ing that  defendant  was  negligent  was  necessary  to  &l  its  lia- 
bility is  not  determined.  Ibid. 

8.  It  was,  as  matter  of  law,  negligence  for  a  man  of  full  age  and 

ordinary  intelligence,  confronted  with  no  exigency  and  labor- 
ing under  no  fright  or  excitement,  to  attempt  to  alight  from  a 
street  car  which  to  his  knowledge  was  moving  at  the  rate  of 
six  miles  an  hour,  although  the  conductor  had  negligently  failed 
to  stop  the  car  as  requested  and  the  passenger — who  had  re- 
cently come  to  this  country,  and  was  unable  to  speak  English. 
and  was  inexperienced  in  street  railway  travel — had  at  other 
times  seen  passengers  alight  from  moving  cars,  and  concluded 
that  he  was  required  to  do  so,  and  supposed  it  was  perfectly 
safe.    Fosnes  v.  Duluth  Bt.  R.  Co,  45& 

Taxation.    See  Taxation,  3. 

Certificates  of  Deposit.    See  Bahtkb  asd  Banking,  1,  2. 

CERTIORARI. 

The  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  a  board  of  review  to  assess 
property  for  local  taxation  may  be  raised  on  certiorari.  State 
ex  rel.  JV.  TV.  C.  H.  Co.  v.  Willcuts,  44» 

Chambers.    See  CounTS,  1,  2. 

CiiiLDBEN.    See  Damages,  11.    Railroads,  30,  31. 

Churches.    See  Religious  Societies.    Subscriptions. 

Circuit  Courts.    See  Courts.    Justices'  Courts. 

Circumstantial  Evidekce.    See  Criminal  Law,  4-7,  12,  22.    Hoia* 

CIDE,   2.    'jXTRORS. 

Cities.    See  Municipal  Corporations. 
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Cloud  on  Title.    See  Vjbndoii  and  Pubghaseb^  6« 

Collateral  Secttrity.    See  Pledge. 

Commissions.    See  Appeal,  19.    Brokers. 

Common  Carriers.    See  Carriers.    Railroads.    Taxation,  8. 

Compensation.     See  Courts,  7.    Eminent  Domain.    Railroads,  2, 
4-6. 

Complaint.    See  Appeal,  20.    Contracts,  17.    Corporations,  6,  7. 
Injunction,  2.    Municipal  Corporations,  22.    Pleading,  1-3. 

Condemnation  of  land.    See  Constitutional  Law,  8,  9.    Drains,  1. 
Eminent  Domain.    Railroads,  3-21,  23. 

Conditions  Precedent.    See  Appeal,  1,  19.    Insurance,  3.    Master 
AND  Servant,  6.    Schools  and  School  Districts,  3. 

Conditions  Subsequent.    See  Contracts,  15.    Wills,  10. 

Confessions.    See  Criminal  La\7,  2,  3. 

Conflict  of  Laws.    See  Pensions,  3,  4. 

CONSPIRACT. 

See  Husband  and  Wife,  3. 

In  an  action  for  damages  for  a  malicious  conspiracy  to  cause  plaint- 
iff's commitment  to  an  asylum  for  the  insane,  the  evidence  is 
held,  as  a  matter  of  law,  to  show  that  defendants  were  justified 
in  instituting  the  judicial  inquiry  as  to  plaintiff's  sanity,  it 
appearing  that  they  acted  in  good  faith  upon  Information  which 
came  to  them  from  sources  entitling  It  to  credit  and  which 
was  of  such  nature  as  to  justify  a  belief  in  the  minds  of  men 
of  reasonable  intelligence  and  prudence  that  plaintiff  was  men- 
tally deranged.    Scheunert  v.  Albert,  678 

CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW. 

LegiaJcUive  powers:  Delegation,    See  Courts,  8,  9.   Railroads,  8,  20. 

1.  In  matters  purely  local  and  municipal,  the  legislature  may  enact  a 
conditional  law  and  refer  it  to  the  people  or  proper  municipal 
authorities  to  decide  whether  such  law  shall  or  ^all  not  have 
force  and  effect  In  their  respective  municipalities.  Btate  ex  reh 
Williams  v.  Sawyer  Co,  634 

S.  Such  a  law  must  be  a  complete  enactment  in  itself;  and  the  only 
thing  that  may  be  left  to  the  people  to  determine  is  whether 
they  will  avail  themselves  of  its  provisions.  Ibid, 

8.  Ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907,  is  void  under  sec.  2,  art.  VII,  Const,  so 
far  as  it  attempts  to  delegate  to  the  county  board  power  to  de- 
cide upon  the  number  of  courts  to  be  established  in  the  county^ 
but  is  valid  to  the  extent  of  creating  and  establishing  one  mu- 
nicipal court  in  each  county  (at  least  in  such  counties  ais  had 
no  municipal  court  when  the  act  was  passed),  and  to  such  ex- 
tent only  does  it  become  operative  when  adopted  in  the  manner 
therein  provided.  Ibid. 

4.  Certain  administrative,  and  perhaps  other,  functions  may  prop- 
erly be  conferred  by  such  a  general  law  upon  the  county  board  to 
enable  it  to  execute  and  carry  into  effect  the  law  when  adopted, 
as  the  providing  of  an  office  for  the  judge,  determining  his  sal- 
ary and  the  places  where  he  shall  hold  court,  and  the  like.    Ibid. 
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Laws:  Enactment:  Title, 

5.  The  title  of  a  private  or  local  act  should  be  liberally  construed, 

and  the  act  should  not  be  declared  void  under  sec.  18,  art.  IV, 
Const,  merely  because  such  title  does  not  express  the  subject 
as  fully  or  as  unequivocally  as  possible.  In  re  Southern  Wis, 
Power  Oo.  24S 

6.  A  private  or  local  act  should  not  be  held  invalid  because  of  in- 

sufficiency of  its  title  unlesSp  giving  such  title  the  largest  scope 
which  reason  will  permit,  something  is  found  in  the  body  of 
the  act  which  is  neither  within  the  literal  meaning  nor  the 
spirit  of  the  title  nor  germane  thereto.  IMd, 

7.  The  title  to  ch.  462,  Lciws  of  1901,  is  "An  act  to  authorize  [cer- 

tain persons  named]  to  build  and  maintain  a  dam  across  and 
to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  Wisconsin  river,"  etc.,  the 
particular  place  where  the  dam  is  to  be  built  not  being  speci- 
fied. Held  that,  assuming  the  act  to  be  local  rather  than  pri- 
vate, the  subject  of  the  act  is  sufficiently  localized  in  Its  titlo 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  sec.  18,  art  IV,  Const  Durfcee  v, 
Janeaville,  26  Wis.  697;  Anderton  v.  Milwaukee,  82  Wis.  279; 
and  Milwaukee  Co.  v.  Isenring,  109  Wis.  9,  distinguished.    Ibid^ 

JudicUa  powers.    See  CouBTa,  1,  2. 

Navigable  rivers, 

8.  A  statute  authorizing  individuals  "to  build  and  maintain  a  dam 

across  and  to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  Wisconsin  river 
above  the  same  and  for  the  purpose  of  creating  hydraulic 
power"  is  not  In  violation  of  sec.  1,  art  IX,  Const  (providing 
that  the  navigable  waters  leading  into  the  Mississippi  "shall 
be  common  highways  and  forever  free,"  ete.),  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  legislation  on  the  subject  by  Congress  is  within  the 
plenary  power  of  the  legislature.  In  re  Bouihern  Wis.  Power 
Co.  245 

9.  When  the  legislature  has  granted  such  authority,  and  the  state 

does  not  question  that  the  improvement  made  is  in  conformity 
with  the  power  delegated,  neither  the  necessity  nor  the  use- 
fulness of  the  improvement,  nor  the  manner  in  which  it  is  made, 
can  be  called  In  question  by  private  parties,  even  those  whose 
land  is  sought  to  be  condemned  in  aid  of  the  improvement  Ibid, 

Special  legislation:  Private  corporations:  Franchise  to  construct  and 
maintain  dam.    See  Municipal  Cobpobations,  23. 

10.  A  franchise  granted  by  the  legislature  to  construct  and  maintain 

a  dam  across  a  river  is  not  a  corporate  power  or  privilege 
within  the  meaning  of  sec  31,  art.  IV,  Const.,  prohibiting  the 
legislature  from  enacting  any  special  or  private  law  granting 
corporate  powers  or  privileges  except  to  cities.  Especially  is 
this  so  where  the  act  granting  such  a  franchise  (in  this  case 
ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901)  specifically  provides  that  no  corporate 
powers  are  granted  or  intended  to  be  granted  by  it  In  re 
Southern  Wis.  Power  Co.  245 

11.  A  franchise,  such  as  the  right  to  build  a  dam  across  a  river, 

which  is  not  a  corporate  franchise  may  be  conferred  by  a  special 
or  private  law  upon  a  corporation  already  existing.  Stevens 
Point  B.  Co.  V.  Reilly,  44  Wis.  295,  so  far  as  it  holds  to  the  con- 
trary, overruled.  Ibid, 

Same:  Alteration  or  repeal  of  charters. 

12.  The  power  of  the  state  to  alter  or  repeal  existing  charters  of 

corporations  cannot  be  used  to  take  away  property  or  rights 
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which  have  become  vested  under  a  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
powers  granted  by  a  charter.  State  ex  rel.  N.  P.  R.  Co,  v.  Rail- 
road Comm,  145 

13.  Barnes,  J.,  and  WiirsLOw,  C.  J.,  dissenting,  are  of  the  opinion 
that  there  is  no  limitation  on  the  right  of  the  legislature,  under 
sec.  1,  art.  XI,  Ck>nst.,  to  repeal  corporate  charters,  except  the 
consciences  of  the  legislators,  and  no  limitation  on  the  right 
of  amendment,  except  the  XlVth  amendment  to  the  federal  con- 
stitution. Ibid. 

Police  power.    See  Health.    Railroads,  5,  6,  19,  24. 

Uniformity  of  town  and  county  government.  See  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations. 

Eminent  domain:  Just  compensation.    See  Railroads,  5'7« 

Equal  protection  of  law.    See  Sukdat  Laws,  2. 

Due  process  of  law.    See  Railroads,  17.    Sunday  Laws,  2. 

Statutes  partly  valid  and  partly  invalid.    See  Statutes,  1. 

Contempt.    See  Extradtiioh.    Witnesses,  3-5. 

Contingent  Estate.    See  Wills,  4-6. 

CONTRACTS. 

Requisites  and  validity.  See  Banks  and  Bankino,  1,  2.  Masteb 
AND  Servant,  X-^.    Schools  and  School  DisTRicrrs,  3-5.    Sub^ 

BCRIPTIONS. 

Bame:  OonsideratUm, 

1.  In  an  action  against  plalntifTs  sister  to  recover  the  value  of  serr- 

ices  rendered  and  expenses  incurred  at  her  request  In  support- 
ing her  father,  evidence  that  defendant  had  received  or  been 
promised  her  father's  property  as  consideration  for  supporting 
him  before  she  requested  plaintifE  to  do  so,  would  have  been 
competent  as  tending  to  show  a  mutual  understanding  that  she 
would  compensate  plain tifP;  but  mere  statements  made  by 
plalntift  on  his  cross-examination  (which  were  properly  stricken 
out  because  not  responsive  to  any  question)  that  he  expected 
pay  from  defendant  because  she  got  the  father's  property,  would 
not,  if  they  had  remained  in  the  case,  have  tended  to  show 
that  defendant  received  the  property  pursuant  to  any  promise 
made  before  said  request.    Koenig  v,  Koenig,  618 

2.  The  mere  facts  that  a  son  was  requested  by  his  sister  to  sup- 

port their  father;  that  he  did  so  for  twelve  years  without  sug- 
gesting, until  after  the  father's  death,  that  he  expected  com- 
pensation from  the  sister;  that  the  sister  received  by  the  will 
the  father's  property;  and  that  the  son  claimed  compensation 
out  of  the  father's  estate, — were  not  sufficient  to  carry  to  the 
jury  the  question  whether  there  was  an  agreement  or  under- 
standing that  the  sister  was  to  compensate  him.  Ihid, 

Entire  contracts.  See  Brokers,  L  Contracts,  6,  7.  IiIastbb  and 
Servant,  6. 

Executory.    See  Davaoes,  7-10.    Insurance,  5-8. 

Construction,    See  Banks  and  Banking,  1,  2.    Sales,  1-4. 

Illegal  contracts.    See  Insurance,  4-8. 
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Performance  or  breach:  Executory  contracts.    See  Brokers.  2.    Dam- 
ages, 1-4,  7-10,  17.    Master  akd  Servant,  5. 

8.  Where  specific  performance  of  an  executory  contract  cannot  be 
enforced,  either  party  may  by  explicit  order  stop  performance 
by  the  other,  subjecting  himself  thereby  only  to  a  liability  to 
the  other  party  for  compensatory  damages  for  such  breach. 
.Badger  S,  L,  Co.  v.  G.  W.  Jones  L.  Co.  73 

4.  A  contract  for  the  sale  of  lumber  to  be  manufactured,  graded, 

tallied,  hauled,  and  delivered  on  board  cars  at  such  times  as 
cars  are  furnished  by  the  purchaser,  title  to  remain  in  the 
seller  until  the  lumber  is  shipped  and  paid  for,  is  executory 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  lumber  not  delivered  at  the  time  of  a  re- 
nunciation of  the  contract  by  the  purchaser.  Ibid. 

5.  The  rights  of  the  parties  under  such  a  contract  must  be  deter- 

mined as  of  the  date  the  purchaser  renounces  his  contract  and 
refuses  to  carry  it  out.  Ibid. 

6.  A  contract  requiring  a  commodity  to  be  shipped  In  carload  lots 

as  cars  are  furnished  by  the  purchaser,  each  car  shipped  be- 
fore a  designated  date  to  be  paid  for  in  ca^  fifteen  days  from 
date  of  shipment,  is  apportionable  and  not  entire.  Ibid. 

7.  Under  such  a  contract  the  purchaser  may  receive  part  of  the  com- 

modity and  may  breach  the  contract  as  to  the  portion  not  de- 
livered without  subjecting  himself  to  liability  for  the  purchase 
price  thereof,  provided  the  contract  has  not  been  performed  by 
the  seller  as  to  the  undelivered  portion.  Ibid, 

8.  The  refusal  of  one  party  to  perform  his  part  of  an  executory  con- 

tract unless  the  other  party  consents  to  a  modification  consti- 
tutes a  total  breach  of  the  contract.  Richards  v.  Manitotooc  d 
N.  T.  Co.  85 

9.  If,  while  a  contract  to  do  work  and  furnish  materials  is  still 

executory,  the  party  for  whom  it  is  to  l)e  done  orders  the  work 
stopped,  the  remedy  of  the  other  party  is  to  recover  damages 
for  such  breach.  He  cannot  proceed  with  performance  and  re- 
cover the  value  of  the  completed  Job.  Ibid. 

10.  A  person  may,  at  law,  breach  his  contract  with  another  and' be 

liable  only  to  respond  to  that  other  for  such  legal  damages  as 
will  remedy  the  loss  to  him.    Malueg  v.  Batten  L.  Co,  381 

11.  The  rights  of  parties  as  regards  a  breach  of  contract  become 

fixed  at  the  time  the  breach  occurs.  Ibid. 

Rescission.    See  Larcent,  1.    Sales,  5-7.    Vendor  aitd  Pubchaske, 
3,  4,  6. 

12.  Ordinarily,  facts  which  will  warrant  a  rescission  must  have  ex- 

isted at  the  time  the  contract  was  made.  Badger  8.  L.  Co.  v. 
O.  W.  Jones  L.  Co.  73 

13.  In  an  action  to  recover  the  contract  price  of  lumber  the  defend- 

ant, having  by  answer  denied  plaintiff's  right  to  recover  on 
such  cause  of  action,  may,  by  counterclaim,  plead  that  if  it 
should  be  held  liable  to  take  and  pay  for  any  portion  of  the 
lumber  it  should  be  allowed  damages  by  way  of  recoupment 
and  setoff  because  of  poor  manufacture,  without  thereby  waiv- 
ing any  rights  it  might  have  under  an  attempted  rescission. 

Ibid. 

14.  In  an  action  for  rescission  of  an  executed  purchase  of  corporate 

stock  under  an  agreement  by  which  plaintiff  had  conveyed  land 
to  defendant  in  payment  for  said  stock  and  defendant  had 
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agreed  that  certain  dividends  would  be  paid  thereon  and  had 
further  agreed  that  at  any  time,  on  plaintiffs  request,  he  would 
give  the  latter  stock  in  another  corporation  in  place  of  that 
first  mentioned,  the  complaint  alleged  that  defendant  by  false 
representations  had  induced  plaintlfE  to  make  a  partial  ex- 
change  of  the  stock,  and  alleged  that  no  dividends  had  been 
paid  as  agreed.  Held,  that  the  allegations  as  to  false  repre- 
sentations inducing  the  exchange  of  stock  were  irrelevant  to 
the  relief  sought.    Forster  v.  Flack,  48 

15.  Breach  of  a  condition  subsequent,  of  an  express  warranty,  or  of 

a  covenant,  in  the  absence  of  other  grounds  of  equitable  juris- 
diction, will  not  support  a  complaint  in  equity  for  rescission 
of  a  contract,  the  remedy  at  law  being  adequate.  Ihid, 

16.  A  fully  executed  agreement,  whereby  plaintiff  conveyed  land  to 

defendant  in  consideration  of  certain  corporate  stock,  cannot 
be  rescinded  in  equity  solely  for  breach  of  defendant's  under- 
taking that  the  stock  would  pay  agreed  dividends.  Ihid. 

17.  In  such  case  a  complaint  alleging  breach  of  the  agreement  that 

the  shares  of  stock  transferred  to  plaintifF  would  pay  certain 
dividends,  without  allegation  as  to  the  value  of  either  the  stock 
or  land,  states  no  legal  cause  of  action,  since  failure  to  declare 
or  pay  dividends  does  not  necessarily  affect  the  intrinsic  value 
of  the  shares.  Ihid, 

CJoNTKiBUToaY  Neolioencb.  See  Appeal,  16.  Cahhiehs,  6-8.  High- 
ways, 12.  Master  and  Servant,  4,  10,  22-31.  Negligence,  3. 
Railroads,  28.    Street  Railways,  3,  4. 

Conveyances.  See  Cancellation  of  Instruments.  Deeds.  Tax 
Titles.    Vendor  and  Purchaser. 

CORPORATIONa 

Incorporation.    See  Religious  Societies,  1. 

Corporate  existence  and  franchise.    See  Street  Railways,  1* 

Capital  stock.    See  Contracts,  14,  16,  17. 

1.  A  corporation  has  power  to  purchase  shares  of  its  own  capital 

stock  when  such  purchase  is  made  with  no  illegitimate  or  fraud- 
ulent purpose  and  no  rights  of  creditors  suffer  thereby.  Oil- 
Christ  V.  Highfield,  476 

Members  and  stockholders.  See  Contracts,  14,  16,  17.  Corpora- 
tions, 5.    Religious  Societies,  2. 

Officers.    See  Corporations,  6,  7. 

Corporate  powers:  Property  and  conveyances:  Purchase  of  franchises^ 

2.  The  franchise  to  build  a  dam  across  the  Wisconsin  river  granted 

by  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  being  expressly  made  assignable,  a 
corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  under  ch.  86,  Stats. 
(1898),  had  the  right,  under  sec.  1775a,  to  take  an  assignment 
of  such  franchise.    In  re  Southern  Wis,  Pouter  Co.  245 

3.  Under  ^ec.  1775a,  Stats.  (1898),  the  acquirement  and  use  of  such 

a  franchise  is  a  lawful  business  or  purpose,  for  which,  under 
sec.  1771,  a  corporation  may  be  organ ized.  Ihid. 

4.  The  provision  In  sec.  4,  ch.  462,  Laws  of  1901,  that  no  corporate 

powers  are  granted  or  intended  to  be  granted  by  that  act,  does 
not  prohibit  a  corporation  otherwise  created  from  acquiring 
and  exercising  the  rights  and  franchises  granted  by  said  act. 

Ihid. 
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DisaoJution:  Repeal  of  charter.    See  Constitutional  Law,  12,  13. 

Same:  Who  may  maintain  action. 

6.  Where  the  directors  of  a  dissolved  corporation  have  wholly  failed 
and  refused  to  perform  the  duties  imposed  by  sec.  1764,  Stats. 
(1898),  to  settle  its  affairs  and  distribute  its  assets,  thus  de- 
priving a  stockholder  of  his  share  of  the  assets  and  correspond- 
ingly enriching  themselves,  the  stockholder  may  maintain  an 
action  in  equity  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  and 
for  the  appointment  of  a  receiver  to  perform  the  functions  which 
the  directors  have  refused  to  perform.    Seering  v.  Black,      413 

6.  In  such  an  action  there  was  no  impropriety  in  alleging  that  plaint- 

iff was  also  a  creditor  of  the  corporation  and  in  setting  forth 
a  fairly  complete  history  of  its  condition  and  affairs.  Iln^ 

7.  Although  the  prayer  of  the  complaint  in  such  an  action  might  be 

considered  as  asking  for  relief  which  could  not  be  granted 
therein,  viz.,  a  money  judgment  in  favor  of  plaintiff  as  a  cred- 
itor and  a  like  judgment  in  favor  of  the  corporation  against  its 
officers,  yet  it  might  also  be  construed  as  asking  merely  that 
the  claims  so  involved  be  duly  paid  or  enforced  by  the  receiver, 
and,  so  construed,  the  complaint  states  but  a  single  cause  of 
action.  I}Hd. 

[8.  Whether  a  creditor  other  than  a  judgment  creditor  may  maintain 
an  action  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  a  corporation  dissolyed  by 
operation  of  law,  not  determined.]  IJHd, 

Reliffiotu  societies.    See  Religious  Societies. 

CoBBOBORATiON.    See  Cbiminal  Law,  15,  16. 

COSTS. 
See  Appeal,  8,  29. 

1.  A  ruling  of  the  trial  court  withholding  costs  in  an  equitable  ac- 

tion will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal  unless  there  was  an  abuse 
of  discretion.    Olwell  v.  Travis,  547 

2.  Witness  fees  paid  to  jurors  for  attendance  upon  the  bearing  of  a 

motion  for  a  new  trial,  which  was  based  in  part  on  alleged  mis- 
conduct of  one  of  the  jurors,  are  field  to  have  been  properly 
allowed  in  the  taxation  of  costs.    State  ex  rel,  Wagner  v.  Daht, 

301 

3.  That  part  of  subd.  6,  sec.  2918.  Stats.  (1898),  allowing  costs  to  the 

plaintiff  in  an  action  on  contract  when  he  shall  recover  $100  or 
more,  is  not  a  qualification  or  repeal  of  subd.  7,  although  it  was 
originally'  enacted  later  than  subd.  7  and  overlaps  the  ground 
covered  thereby;  and  in  a  case  coming  within  the  terms  of 
subd.  1,  where  the  recovery  was  more  than  $50  but  less  than 
$100,  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  costs.    Olson  v.  U.  S,  Sugar  Co. 

309 

4.  Costs  taxable  for  drawing  a  bill  of  exceptions  should  not  be  held 

to  include  that  part  thereof  composed  of  a  transcript  of  the  re- 
porter's notes,  drawn  by  the  reporter,  for  the  cost  of  which  the 
successful  party  has  already  been  fully  reimbursed  by  the  other 
party.    Dralle  v.  Reedsburg,  319 

Counterclaim.    See  Contracts,  13.    Ejectment,  4.    Pleading.  5. 

County  Board.  See  Constitutional  Law,  Z,  i.  Coubts*  8,  9.  Tax- 
ation, 4. 
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CovrsTY  CoiTRTB.    See  Indians,  1,  2.    Insane  Persons. 

cottrt  and  jury.  see  carriers,  4.  contracts,  2.  criminal  law, 
10,  11.  Damages,  5.  Insi;rat;ce,  2.  Master  and  Servant,  3, 
4,  B,  16.  Railroads,  30,  32,  33.  Telegraphs  and  Tele- 
phones, 3.    Trial,  2. 

COURTS. 

EatablUhment  and  organizaiion:  Place  and  time  of  holding  court 
outside  of  circuit, 

1.  The  provision  of  sec.  11,  art.  YII,  Const.,  that  "the  judges  of  the 

circuit  court  may  hold  courts  for  each  other,"  should  be  liber- 
ally construed,  the  authority  so  conferred  being  intended  to 
Include  generally  the  Judicial  business  which  a  circuit  Judge  is 
authorized  by  law  to  transact.  One  circuit  Judge  may  therefore, 
In  a  proper  case,  make  orders  at  chambers  in  another  circuit 
In  re  Southern  Wis.  Power  Co.  245 

2.  Even  if  the  provision  above  quoted  expressly  authorizes  a  cir- 

cuit Judge  to  hold  court  only  at  a  regular  term  outside  of  his 
circuit,  it  does  not  preclude  the  legislature  from  conferring 
larger  powers,  as  has  been  done  In  sec.  2432,  Stats.   (1898). 

Ibid. 

Same:  Jurisdiction.  See  Indians,  1.  Judgment.  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, 6,  6,  11,  13,  14. 

Borne:  Conduct  of  business:  Appointment  of  attendants, 

3.  The  power  to  appoint  necessary  attendants  upon  the  circuit  court 

is  inherent  in  that  court  in  order  to  enable  it  to  properly  per- 
form the  duties  delegated  by  the  constitution,  and  is  recognized 
by  sec  2431,  Stats.  (1898),  as  amended  by  ch.  224,  Laws  of  1903. 
Stevenson  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  14 

4.  In  the  exercise  of  its  inherent  power  to  appoint  necessary  at- 

tendants it  is  for  the  presiding  judge  of  the  circuit  court  to  de- 
termine the  necessity.  In  that  respect  he  is  vested  with  a  broad 
and  liberal  discretion.  Ibid. 

[5.  Whether  the  power  of  such  judge  in  determining  the  necessity 
of  appointment  of  attendants  is  subject  to  review  in  any  case, 
not  decided.]  Ibid. 

6.  Where  it  seems  necessary  a  circuit  Judge  may  appoint  a  court 

attendant  in  addition  to  the  sheriff  and  his  deputies  for  such 
time  as  the  necessity  exists,  notwithstanding  the  statutory  au- 
thority given  the  sherifT  to  appoint  special  deputies  under  a 
special  order  of  such  judge  authorizing  an  additional  number 
of  deputy  sheriffs.  Ibid. 

7.  The  compensation  of  necessary  attendants  appointed  by  the  cir- 

cuit Judge  is  the  per  diem  allowed  deputy  sheriffs  for  the  time 
expended  during  sessions  of  the  court,  to  be  recovered  by  cer- 
tification in  the  same  manner  as  fees  of  jurors  are  paid.    Ibid. 

Supreme  court.    See  Appeal.    Criminal  Law,  25,  26.    Damages,  5. 

Circuit  courts.    See  Justices*  Courts. 

County  courts.    See  Indians,  1,  2.    Insane  Persons. 

Municipal  courts.    See  Constitvtional  Law,  3,  4. 

8.  The  requirement  in  sec.  2523 — 2,  Stats.:  ch.  651,  Laws  of  1907 

(providing  for  special  municipal  courts  in  each  county),  that 
the  law  shall  be  adopted  by  resolution  before  any  action  shall 
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be  taken  by  the  county  board  to  provide  for  the  court,  is  mandar 
tory;  and  where  a  county  board  attempted  in  a  single  lesolution 
to  adopt  the  law  and  make  provision  for  a  court  thereunder,  the 
latter  part  of  the  resolution,  at  least,  was  void.  State  ex  rel. 
Williams  v.  Sawyer  Co.  634 

9.  Whether,  in  such  case,  so  much  of  the  resolution  as  adopted  the 
law  was  valid,  not  determined.  If  valid  it  cannot  be  rescinded 
by  subsequent  action  of  the  county  board,  at  least  in  the  at^sence 
of  express  legislative  authority  so  to  do;  but  so  much  of  the 
resolution  as  was  void  could  properly  be  rescinded.  Ibid, 

Justices'  courts.    See  Justices' Courts. 
Covenants.    See  Contbacts,  15. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PRACTICE. 

Nature  and  elements  of  crime.  See  Banks  and  Bankino,  3,  4.  Em- 
bezzlement. Food,  2.  Homicide.  Indictment  and  Informa- 
tion, 1.    Labceny.    Rape. 

Preliminary  examination:  Commitment.    See  Habeas  Corpus. 

1.  A  legal  preliminary  examination  may  be  had  without  calling  the 

complainant  as  a  witness,  the  provision  in  sec.  4786,  Stats. 
(1898),  that  the  magistrate  shall  examine  him  being  directory 
merely.    Lundstrum  v.  State,  141 

2.  A  confession  of  guilt  by  the  accused  may  be  received  and  con- 

sidered by  the  examining  magistrate  in  connection  with  other 
evidence  as  tending  to  prove  that  an  ofTense  has  been  com- 
mitted and  that  there  is  probable  cause  to  believe  the  accused 
guilty  thereof.  Ilnd. 

3.  The  evidence  (including  the  confession)  on  the  preliminary  ex- 

amination of  one  charged  with  murder  is  held  sufllcient  to  jus- 
tify the  magistrate  in  holding  her  for  trial.  Ibid. 

Trial:  Reception  of  evidence.  See  Banks  and  Banking,  4.  Criminal 
Law,  2,  3.    Food,  1.    Homicide,  1,  2. 

4.  Circumstantial  evidence  is  an  instrumentality  In  the  administra- 

tion of  justice  quite  as  legitimate  as  direct  evidence  for  the  e»- 
tablishment  of  an  evidentiary  circumstance,  or  the  main  fact  in 
controversy  in  a  judicial  trial.    Spick  v.  State,  104 

5.  The  degree  of  certainty  respecting  the  existence  of  the  main 

fact  in  controversy  in  a  judicial  trial,  in  order  to  warrant  a 
finding  in  favor  of  the  party  affirming  such  existence,  is  the 
same  where  the  evidence  relied  upon  is  partly  or  wholly  cir- 
cumstantial as  where  it  is  direct.  Ibid. 

6.  In  case  the  evidence,  whether  wholly  circumstantial  or  not,  pro- 

duces a  conviction  to  a  moral  certainty — ^that  is,  beyond  a  rea- 
sonable doubt — in  the  minds  of  the  Jury  of  the  existence  of 
the  ultimate  fact  in  controversy,  a  verdict  is  due  accordingly 
the  same  as  if  conviction  with  like  degree  of  certainty  were 
produced  by  direct  evidence.  Ibid. 

7.  Proof  of  motive  is  not  essential  to  a  conviction  in  a  prooecution 

of  a  person  upon  a  charge  of  his  having  committed  a  criminal 
offense,  but  circumstantially  it  is  of  more  or  less  weight  as  to 
the  material  fact  according  to  the  nature  of  the  situation;  and 
in  a  case  resting  wholly  upon  circumstantial  evidence  the  pres- 
ence or  absence  of  motive  may  well  be  the  deciding  factor. 

Ibid. 
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8.  If  the  jury  believe  that  any  witness  has  wilfully  testified  falsely 

respecting  any  material  matter,  they  may,  if  they  see  fit,  but 
are  not  bound  to,  reject  all  of  such  witness's  evidence  on  that 
ground  alone,  where  not  corroborated  by  some  other  credible 
evidence.  Ibid, 

9.  A  person  on  trial,  charged  with  having  committed  a  criminal 

offense,  is  presumed  to  be  innocent;  and  such  presumption  en- 
titles him  to  an  acquittal  till  overcome  by  evidence  establishing 
his  guilt  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Jury  beyond  a  reasonable 
doubt  IMd. 

•Same:  Province  of  court  and  jury. 

10.  The  weight  of  evidence  to  establish  an  evidentiary  circumstance, 

and  the  weight  of  such  circumstance  as  evidence  when  estab- 
lished. Is  for  the  Jury.    Spick  v.  State,  104 

11.  Whether  evidence  offered  tends  to  establish  an  evidentiary  cir- 

cumstance, or  such  circumstance  to  establish  the  main  fact  in 
controversy,  is  a  question  for  the  court.  The  decision  in  that 
regard,  being  In  the  field  of  mere  competency,  should  not  be 
disturbed  on  appeal  unless  manifestly  wrong,  the  matter  to  be 
viewed  having  regard  to  the  superior  advantages  of  the  trial 
over  the  reviewing  court  for  determining  such  question.    Ibid. 

Same:  Neceasitv,  requisites,  and  sufficiency  of  instructions.    See  Crim- 
INAL  Law,  22. 

12.  It  is  proper,  though  not  necessary,  in  Instructing  a  Jury  In  a 

criminal  case,  where  conviction  Is  dependent  partly  or  wholly 
on  circumstantial  evidence,  to  use  this  language  or  something 
similar:  The  accused  is  entitled  to  an  acquittal  unless  the  evi- 
dence satisfies  the  Jury  to  a  moral  certainty  of  the  existence 
of  all  the  material  circumstances;  that  they  are  consistent  with 
guilt  and  Inconsistent  with  any  other  reasonable  hypothesis. 
Spick  V.  State,  104 

13.  In  a  criminal  case  It  is  sufficient  to  instruct  the  Jury  in  any  ap- 

propriate language,  as  to  the  degree  of  certainty  of  guilt  requi- 
site to  a  conviction,  to  the  effect  that:  In  order  to  warrant  a 
conviction  each  and  all  of  the  material  circumstances  and  the 
fact  of  guilt  should  be  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Jury  beyond  every  reasonable  doubt.  Ibid. 

14.  A  Jury  may  be  Instructed  that  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 

state  tends  to  establish  its  claim  and  that  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  the  contrary,  it  being  made  plain  that  the  real  right 
of  the  matter  is  wholly  for  them  to  determine  from  all  the  evi- 
dence produced.  Ibid. 

15.  A  witness  may  be  Impeached  by  proving  by  the  evidence  of  other 

witnesses  that  his  evidence  is  false;  also  by  proving  he  has 
made  statements  out  of  court  inconsistent  with  those  made 
under  oath  in  court.  But  a  Jury  should  not  be  instructed  that 
If  they  believe  from  all  the  evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any 
witness  Is  false  they  may  reject  it,  as  if  they  had  discretion 
whether  to  reject  or  not  reject  such  evidence,  nor  be  Instructed 
that  whether  to  reject  such  evidence  or  not  is  conditioned  upon 
whether  the  same  is  corroborated  by  other  credible  evidence. 

Ibid. 

16.  Belief  upon  the  whole  evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any  wit- 

ness Is  false  precludes  the  existence  of  its  being  corroborated 
by  any  credible  evidence  so  as  to  be  entitled  to  be  believed. 
Any  suggestion  to  the  contrary  Involves  absurdity  and  is  to  be 
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avoided  because  of  danger  of  the  subject  being  confused  with 
the  rule  of  falsus  in  uno,  falsua  in  omnilnta.  Ibid, 

17.  A  Jury  may  properly  be  admonished  of  the  importance  of  agree- 

ing upon  a  verdict  and  told,  if  such  appears  reasonably  to  the 
trial  judge  to  be  the  situation,  that  the  evidence  is  not  bo  vo- 
luminous or  hard  to  understand,  but  that  a  conclusion  can  be 
reached  one  way  or  the  other  within  a  reasonable  time,  and 
that  such  result  is  expected,  care  being  taken  not  to  suggest 
which  way  is  proper  or  to  go  further  than  to  stimulate  appre- 
ciation of  jury  duty.  Ibid. 

18.  An  Information  charging  the  making  of  a  false  report  to  the  com- 

missioner of  banking  respecting  two  specific  matters  was  read 
to  the  jury,  and  they  were  instructed  as  stated  in  the  opinion. 
Held,  that  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  jury  applied  this  gen- 
eral language  to  the  specific  matters  charged  in  the  informa- 
tion read  to  them,  and  that  the  instruction  was  not  prejudicial 
to  the  defendant.    Ruth  v.  State,  Z7Z 

Same:  Verdict.    See  CmifiNAL  Law.  6.    Hoxicidk.  3-5. 

19.  Under  a  count  in  an  information  charging  that  defendant  wil- 

fully made  a  false  report  to  the  commissioner  of  banking  re- 
specting (1)  the  amount  due  from  other  banks  and  (2)  the 
amount  of  outstanding  time  certificates  of  deposits,  a  verdict  of 
guilty  may  be  sustained  upon  proof  that  the  report  was  false 
as  to  either  one  of  the  two  matters  specified,  if  it  appears  that 
the  jury  agreed  as  to  that  one.    Ruth  v.  State,  373 

20.  In  such  a  case  a  verdict  of  not  guilty  on  another  count  charging 

the  making  of  false  entries  in  the  bank's  register  of  certificates 
(with  which  entries  the  report  as  to  such  certificates  agreed) 
is  held  to  show  that  the  verdict  of  guilty  as  to  the  report  waa 
based  on  an  agreement  of  the  jury  that  such  report  was  false  in 
respect  to  the  amount  due  from  other  banks.  Ibid, 

21.  It  will  be  presumed  that  the  verdict  of  the  jury  rests  upon  the 

facts  established  by  the  evidence.  Ibid. 

Appeal  and  error:  Review:  A^rmance  and  reveraai.    See  Baiodb  Ain> 
Banking,  3,  4. 

22.  While  it  would  be  well  to  specially  instruct  a  jury  on  the  sub- 

ject of  circumstantial  evidence  where  the  truth  of  a  contro- 
versy is  to  be  discovered  partly  or  wholly  from  such  evidence, 
omission  to  do  so  Is  not  fatal  error  unless  proper  instmctiona 
in  respect  thereto  are  presented  and  rejected.    Spick  v.  State, 

104 

28.  The  decision  of  the  trial  court  as  to  the  competency  of  evidence 
should  not  be  disturbed  unless  manifestly  wrong.  Ibid. 

24.  In  case  a  decision  by  a  trial  court  on  the  question  of  competency 

when  made  was  wrong,  but  is  right  viewed  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  whole  evidence  at  the  close  of  the  trial,  the  error  is  harm- 
less. Ibid. 

25.  Sec.  4719,  Stats.  (1898),  vests  in  the  supreme  court  a  broad  and 

liberal  discretion  in  ordering  a  new  trial  in  criminal  actions 
where  the  justice  of  the  case  demands.    Prinalow  v.  State,    131 

26.  A  new  trial  is  directed  by  the  supreme  court  although  it  had 

been  denied  by  the  trial  court,  in  a  prosecution  for  embetzle- 
ment,  under  the  evidence,  stated  In  the  opinion.  Ibid. 

27.  After  retiring,  the  jury  returned  into  court  announcing  a  dis- 

agreement upon  a  certain  point    Counsel  for  the  defendant  sug- 
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gested  that  the  teetizDonj  of  the  complaining  witness  on  that 
point  was  undisputed  and  consented  that  it  be  read,  but,  after 
the  court  had  ordered  it  read,  asked  to  have  all  the  other  evi- 
dence read,  and  on  refusal  thereof  by  the  court  objected  to  th« 
reading  of  the  testimony  first  mentioned.  Held,  that  it  was  not 
error  to  permit  the  reading  of  such  testimony,  counsel  for  de- 
fendant having  himself  invited  it.    Markley  v.  Btate,  137 

Gboss-Comflaint.    See  Pleading,  6. 

Gboss-Exaiiination.  See  Contracts,  1.  Evidencb.  8.  MAcrrxB  ajxd 
Servant,  14.    Witnesses,  1,  2,  5. 

Cbossings.    See  Railboadb,  2-24. 

DAMAGES. 

Nominal  damages.    See  Damaoes,  8. 

Grounds  and  subjects  of  compensatory  damages.  See  Attaohhent. 
Contracts,  3~11.  Eminent  Domain,  5.  Husband  and  Wieb» 
4,  6.    Insurance,  1,  2.    Railroads,  7. 

Same:  Direct  or  remote.    See  Damages,  4,  6,  16,  17. 

1.  The  legal  damages  for  breach  of  contract  are  such  as  may  fairly 

and  reasonably  be  considered  to  be  the  natural  and  proximate 
result  of  the  breach  and,  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances 
known,  actually  or  constructively,  to  both  parties  at  the  time  of 
such  making,  as  having  been  then  in  their  mutual  contempla- 
tion as  the  probable  result  of  such  breach.  Malueg  v,  Hatten 
L.  Co.  381 

2.  Damages  recoverable  for  breach  of  contract  must  be  reasonably 

certain  and  the  proximate  result  of  the  breach,  excluding  all 
merely  speculative  or  imaginary  damages.  Rickey  v.  Union 
Central  L.  Ins,  Co,  486 

3.  Although  the  elements  of  future  damages  for  breach  of  contract 

may  be  involved  in  some  uncertainty  and  contingency,  yet  if, 
from  the  facts  shown,  it  can  be  inferred  with  reasonable  cer- 
tainty that  the  breach  caused  the  other  party  pecuniary  loss, 
compensation  therefor  should  be  recovered  even  though  future 
profits  may  be  involved  In  its  ascertainment.  Ibid. 

Same:  Speculative,    See  Damages,  2. 

4.  Damages  for  loss  of  profits  from  a  prospective  contract  of  employ- 

ment which  was  not  secured  because  of  defendant's  negligent 
failure  to  deliver  a  telegram  apprising  plaintiff  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  close  such  contract,  are  not  too  speculative  to  be  recov- 
ered.   Stumm  V.  W.  U,  Tel,  Co,  528 

Exemplary  or  punitory  damages.    See  Husband  and  Wife,  4,  5. 

6.  Punitory  damages  are  not  assessable  as  matter  of  right,  and  the 
question  of  their  allowance  or  disallowance  is  one  for  trial 
courts  and  Juries  to  pass  upon.  The  supreme  court  will  not 
reverse  a  judgment  for  failure  to  award  such  damages,  nor  will 
it  undertake  to  make  an  assessment  thereof.  Tilton  v,  J,  L. 
Gates  L.  Co,  197 

Measure  of  damages.    See  Appeal,  18.    Attachment.    Eminent  Do- 
main, 5.    Highways,  17. 

6.  In  an  action  for  damages  for  wrongful  conduct  preventing  plaint- 
iff from  obtaining  employment  the  reasonable  value  the  contract 
would  have  netted  to  him  had  the  breach  of  duty  not  occurred  is 

Vol.  140  -  44 
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the  measure  of  damages,  provided  the  evidence  presents  a  fair 
basis  for  determining  such  value  with  reasonable  certainty. 
Btumm  V.  W.  U,  Tel.  Co,  528 

7.  If  a  breach  of  contract  consists  of  failure  to  deliver,  upon  a  sale 

agreement,  personal  property  at  a  specified  time,  there  belns 
no  special  circumstances,  known  to  both  parties  at  the  time  of 
making  the  agreement,  varying  the  general  rule,  the  damage 
recoverable  is  the  difference,  at  the  time  of  the  breach  and  at 
the  agreed  place  of  delivery,  between  the  market  value  of  the 
property  and  the  contract  price,  with  legal  interest  from  the 
time  of  the  breach.    Malueg  v.  Hatten  L.  Co.  381 

8.  In  case  of  an  action  for  damages  for  breach  of  contract*  in  the 

circumstances  mentioned  in  No.  7,  in  the  absence  of  evidence 
that  the  market  value  of  the  property  at  the  time  and  place 
of  delivery  agreed  upon,  exceeded  the  contract  price,  no  more 
than  nominal  damages  are  recoverable.  IhiA. 

m 

9.  In  case  of  partial  delivery  of  property,  in  the  circumstances  men- 

tioned in  No.  7,  and  pa>Tnent  therefor  after  the  breach  without 
objection  and  with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  the  agreement  pro- 
viding for  payment  as  fast  as  deliveries  are  made,  such  circum- 
stances do  not,  of  themselves,  waive  any  claim  for  damages  for 
such  breach.  IhitL 

10.  In  case  of  the  breach  of  contract  in  the  circumstances  stated  in 

the  foregoing,  and  a  claim  thereafter  upon  the  side  of  the  ex- 
ecutory vendee  that  he  is  legally  entitled  upon  the  contract  to 
the  balance  of  the  property,  and  insistence  upon  the  other  that 
he  is  under  no  such  obligation,  and  delivery  of  the  balance  of 
the  property  pursuant  to  a  mutual  understanding  for  pa>'ment 
therefor  at  the  market  price  at  the  time  of  delivery,  in  case  of 
the  vendee  not  being  entitled  as  he  claims,  the  vendor  should 
be  paid  such  market  price.  Ibid. 

Excessive  damages.    See  Husband  and  Wife,  5. 

11.  A  verdict  of  $10,000  for  damages  sustained  by  a  child  ten  years 

of  age,  consisting  of  loss  of  his  left  arm  close  to  the  shoulder, 
a  cut  on  his  head,  and  bruises  and  scratches  on  his  face,  which 
was  held  not  excessive  by  the  trial  court,  will  not  be  disturbed 
on  appeal.    Schwind  v.  C,  M.  d  Bt.  P.  R.  Co.  1 

12.  A  man  forty-three  years  old,  earning  $2.75  per  day,  sustained 

injuries  necessitating  amputation  of  his  left  arm  close  to  the 
shoulder;  his  nose  was  broken  and  his  face  disfigured;  three 
ribs  were  fractured,  and  his  side  badly  lacerated  and  perhaps 
permanently  injured.  Held,  that  a  verdict  awarding  $14,500 
damages,  upheld  by  the  trial  court,  should  not  be  disturbed  on 
appeal.    Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel  Co.  457 

13.  Mabshaix,  J.,  is  of  the  opinion  that  under  sec  2878,  Stats.  (1898 )» 

where  damages  awarded  are  so  excessive  as  to  show  passion  or 
prejudice  on  the  part  of  the  jury  the  verdict  may  be  set  aside 
as  being  "contrary  to  the  evidence;"  and  that  it  may  be  set 
aside  "for  excessive  or  inadequate  damages"  although  there  was 
no  passion,  prejudice,  or  improper  motive.  Ibid. 

14.  An  award  of  $5,200,  reduced  from  $6,200  to  that  figure  by  the 

trial  court,  is  held  not  excessive  for  serious  and  painful  injuries 
to  a  laboring  man  forty-three  years  old,  resulting  in  the  loss 
of  one  of  his  eyes  and  impaired  vision  in  the  other.  Nelson  r. 
A.  H.  Stange  Co.  637 


Wis.]  index  691 


15.  Where  damages  awarded  by  the  jury  have  been  reduced  by  the 

trial  court,  the  supreme  court  is  reluctant  to  interfere  further 
with  the  verdict  on  the  ground  that  the  amount  is  still  excessive. 

Evidence. 

16.  Evidence,  stated  in  the  opinion,  is  held  to  show  resulting  dam- 

ages with  reasonable  certainty  and  justify  recovery  thereof. 
Richey  v.  Union  Central  L.  Ins,  Co.  486 

For  breach  of  contract  of  employment, 

17.  In  an  action  for  the  breach  of  the  contract  by  the  insurance  com- 

pany, whereby  the  agency  business  which  plaintiff  had  built  up 
was  destroyed,  the  damages  recoverable  are  not  subject  to  be  re- 
duced by  the  amount  which  he  earned  in  other  employment 
after  the  breach  and  before  trial.  Ihid. 

Dams.    See  Constitutional  Law,  7-9.    Corporations,  2-4.    Eminent 
Domain,  2.    Mills  and  Milldams.    Navigable  Waters,  1,  3. 

DEATH. 

See  Appeal,  16.    Insurance,  3.    Master  and  Servant,  16,  25,  26,  28. 

Street  Railways,  3. 

Proof  of  diligent  search  and  inquiry  is  not  required  to  establish 
the  presumption  of  death  of  a  person  who  has  been  absent  from 
his  home  or  place  of  residence  for  seven  years  without  being 
heard  from.    Miller  v.  Sovereign  Camp,  505 

Debtor  and  Creditor.     See  Attachment.     Bankruptcy.     Banks 
AND  Banking,  1,  2.    Contracts.    Corporations,  5-8.    Pensions. 

Deceit.    See  Vendor  and  Purchaser,  8. 

Declarations.     See  Evidence,  3^.    Highways,  9.    Husband  and 
Wife,  2.    Indians,  4. 

DEEDS. 

RequUitea  and  validity.    See  Cancellatioit  of  Instbuments. 
Same:  Delivery  by  agent:  Apparent  authority. 

1.  A  person  intrusted  with  a  deed  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the 

signatures  of  the  grantors  and  making  delivery  for  them,  was 
clothed  at  least  with  apparent  authority  to  close  the  deal  on 
their  part;  and  where,  on  his  presenting  the  deed  to  the  grantee, 
the  latter  objected  to  the  date  specified  therein  as  the  expira- 
tion of  the  time  within  which  a  corporation  must  remove  from 
the  land  certain  standing  timber  which  the  grantor  had  con- 
veyed to  it,  and  the  agent  thereupon  changed  such  date  to  cor- 
respond with  that  specified  in  the  conveyance  to  the  corporation, 
the  grantee  had  a  right  to  rely  upon  the  agent's  apparent  au- 
thority and  to  accept  the  deed  as  thus  changed,  and  the  grantors 
were  bound  thereby.    Bretz  v.  R.  Connor  Co.  269 

Conatrudion:  Property  conveyed. 

2.  In  a  conveyance  of  land,  a  clause  "reserving*  the  pine  and  cedar 

timber  now  growing  or  being  thereon  and  the  right  to  cut  and 
remove  the  same"  is  an  exception,  not  a  reservation.  The  tim- 
ber remains  the  property  of  the  grantor,  together  with  a  right 
in  so  much  of  the  soil  as  is  necessary  to  sustain  it,  and  he  is 
not  bound  to  remove  it  within  a  reasonable  time.  Bardon  v. 
O'Brien,  191 
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3.  Under  a  deed  conyesins  timber  standing  or  situated  on  certain 
lands,  ''with  the  right  to  the"  grantee  "to  enter  upon  said  lands 
and  remove  said  timber  ...  at  any  time  on  or  before"  a  cer- 
tain date,  only  such  timber  passes  as  Is  removed  during  the 
time  specified.    Bretz  v,  R.  Connor  Co.  269 

Delegation  op  Legislative  Poweb.  See  CJonstitdtiokal  Law,  1-4. 
Courts,  8,  9.    Eminent  Doitain,  1,  2.    Railroads,  8,  20. 

Delivery.    See  Damages,  7,  9, 10.    Deeds,  1. 

Demand.    See  Embezzlement,  2. 

Demurrer.  See  Appeal,  20.  Municipal  Cobporationb*  20.  FIxad- 
ing,  5,  6. 

Deposits.    See  Banks  and  Banking,  1,  2. 

Depot  Qboukds.    See  Railroads,  25. 

DESCENT  AND  DISTRIBUTION. 

See  Homestead. 

If  a  parent  leaves,  by  will,  property  to  one  of  several  children^ 
with  no  disposition  over  In  the  event  of  the  termination  of  that 
estfite,  and  such  child  dies  under  age,  not  having  been  married, 
such  property,  though  testate  as  regards  the  parent.  Is  intestate 
as  regards  the  child,  and  descends  to  the  other  children  of  the 
testator,  living  at  the  death  of  the  child,  and  to  the  Issue  of 
such  as  are  dead,  by  right  of  representation,  under  subd.  5, 
sec.  2270,  Stats.  (1898).    Botoker  v.  Shields,  330 

Directory  Statutes.    See  Statutes,  2. 

Discharge.    See  Master  and  Servant,  4. 

Discretion.  See  Criminal  Law,  25.  Costs,  1.  Ck>UBT8,  4.  Ikdiot- 
ment  and  Information,  2.  Mandamus.  Municipal  Cospora- 
TiONS,  1,  9,  11-14.    Officers,  5-7.    Witnesses,  1. 

Dismissal. 
Of  action.    See  Ejectment,  7. 
Of  appeal.    See  Appeal,  22. 

Dissolution.    See  Corporationb,  6-8. 

DIVORCE. 

In  an  action  for  divorce  a  finding  that  defendant  wllfally  deserted 
plaintiff  for  the  statutory  period  Is  held  not  so  clearly  against 
the  preponderance  of  the  evidence  as  to  warrant  reversal  of  the 
judgment.    Karnes  v.  Karnes,  280 

DOCUMENJARY  EVIDENCE.     SCO  BjVIDENCS,  4,  6,  7. 

DOMICILE. 

Upon  evidence  that  a  son  resided  with  his  widowed  mother  until 
his  majority  and  thereafter  returned  to  her  home  frequently 
and  made  it  his  headquarters,  and  in  the  absence  of  any  evi- 
dence that  he  acquired  or  Intended  to  acquire  a  different  home 
or  place  of  residence,  the  trial  court  properly  assumed  that  his 
residence  was  with  his  mother.    Jif  tiler  i^.  Sovereiffn  Camp,  505 
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DOWER. 

yature  and  requisites.    See  Ejectment,  8. 

1.  By  "seisin"  as  the  term  Is  used  In  sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898),  re- 

lating to  dower.  Is  meant  a  fixed  vested  right  of  enjoyment  of 
the  estate,  either  Immediately  or  at  the  termination  of  an  in- 
termediate estate.    Will  of  Prcaaer,  92 

2.  Sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898),  gives  dower  out  of  legal  estates  only,  as 

was  the  case  at  common  law.  Il>id. 

3.  A  devisee  who,  under  the  will,  took  a  vested  remainder  in  fee 

in  land  of  the  testator,  subject  only  to  a  life  estate  and  to  a  sub- 
sequent trust  limited  to  ten  years,  and  who  died  after  the  life 
estate  had  ended,  was  during  his  life  "seised  of  an  estate  of  in- 
heritance*' within  the  meaning  of  sec.  2159,  Stats.  (1898),  aad 
such  estate  being  a  legal  estate  as  against  all  persons  except 
the  trustees,  whose  term  was  for  years  only,  his  widow  was 
entitled  to  dower.  Ihid. 

• 

4.  A  full  equitable  title  to  real  estate  and  like  beneficial  interest 

therein,  the  holder  of  the  legal  title  having  no  duty  to  perform 
in  respect  to  the  property  except  to  convey  the  legal  title  to  the 
owner  of  the  equitable  title,  is  an  estate  of  inheritance  within 
the  meaning  of  the  dower  statute.    Harley  v.  Harlev,  282 

Assignment  of  dower, 

5.  If  a  widow  with  her  children  Is  left  by  the  death  of  her  husband 

in  possession  of  land  in  which  she  has  a  dower  right  she  may  at 
law  maintain  that  position  without  having  her  dower  assigned. 

nid. 

6.  A  widow's  dower  in  land  will  enable  her  not  only  to  defend  her 

possession  if  left  therein  with  her  children  by  her  husband  at 
his  decease,  without  having  such  dower  assigned,  but  whether 
she  has  issue  by  such  husband  or  not  she  may  maintain  ejects 
ment  to  obtain  such  dower.  Ihid. 

DRAINS. 

Establishment:  Draining  navigable  lake, 

1.  Sec.  1379 — 28,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  646),  authorizing  drain- 

age commissioners  to  condemn  "riparian  rights,  rights  of  fiow- 
age  and  water  power,"  does  not  authorize  the  destruction  of 
bodies  of  water  navigable  in  fact    Johnson  v,  Eimerman,    327 

Maintenance  and  repairs, 

2.  The  petition  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  to  compel  drainage  com- 

missioners to  repair  a  ditch  did  not  show  that  they  had  money 
available  for  that  purpose,  and  did  show  that  money  was  ob- 
tainable therefor  only  by  filing  an  annual  report,  securing  judi- 
cial approval,  and  collecting  assessments  as  provided  in  ch.  419, 
Laws  of  1905,  and  that  no  such  report  had  been  made  although 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  to  make  it  Held,  that 
the  writ  would  not  issue  to  compel  the  making  of  the  repairs. 
State  ex  rel.  Redenius  v.  Waggenson,  265 

Due  Pbocbss  of  Law.    See  Suin>AT  Laws,  2. 

EiASKMXiTTB.    See  Ejectment,  1.    Mills  and  MnxDAifS. 

EJECTMENT. 
Right  of  action, 
1,  Where  the  owner  In  fee  has  been  wrongfully  deprived  of  the  poe- 
sesaion  of  land  he  may  maintain  ejectment  to  recover  that  pos- 
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BessioD,  and  it  is  Immaterial  whether  such  deprivation  has  been 
caused  by  the  exercise  of  an  easement  which  wrongfully  ex- 
cluded him  from  possession,  or  otherwise.   Le  Blond  v,  Peahtigo, 

604 

2.  Where  land  has  been  wrongfully  taken  for  a  highway,  and  the 
only  right  which  the  owner  may  exercise  over  it  is  the  right 
to  use  it  as  a  highway  in  common  with  all  others,  he  has  been 
deprived  of  his  possession.  Ibid. 

Defenses. 

8.  One  cannot  recover  in  ejectment  unless  he  is  entitled  to  posses* 
sion  at  the  time  he  commences  his  action.    Barley  v.  Harley, 

282 

4.  A  legal  defense  in  ejectment  is  not  pleadable  as  a  counterclaim, 
since  otherwise  by  the  forms  of  pleadings  a  defense  raising  is- 
sues as  matter  of  right  commonly  understood  to  be  triable  by  a 
jury  could  be  so  interposed  as  to  require  trial  by  the  court 

Ibid. 

6.  If  a  person  on  a  sufficient  consideration  agrees  to  convey  real  es- 

tate to  another  as  his  property  and  puts  such  other  into  posses- 
sion pursuant  thereto,  who  subsequently,  while  in  such  posses- 
sion, dies  intestate,  leaving  a  widow  and  children,  the  circum- 
stances being  such  that  such  person  could  have  been  judicially 
compelled  to  convey  the  land,  pursuant  to  the  agreement,  to  the 
executory  vendee  had  he  lived  and  such  person  nevertheless 
brings  ejectment  against  the  widow  who  is  in  possession  with 
her  children,  such  facts  are  a  good  legal  defense,  and  are  plead- 
able as  an  equitable  defense  as  well  to  secure  appropriate  relief. 

Ibid. 

&  In  the  situation  above  stated  the  defendant  may  have  the  benefit 
of  the  equitable  defense  and  obtain  such  affirmative  relief  as  to 
fully  protect  her  notwithstanding  her  children  are  not  made  de- 
fendants, unless  their  presence  in  the  litigation  is  necessary  for 
their  due  protection  or  in  order  that  a  full  determination  of  all 
the  issues  may  be  had.  Ihid. 

7.  In  the  contingency  suggested  the  court  should  not  dismiss  the  ac- 

tion nor  render  judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  but  should,  on  his 
own  motion,  order  the  necessary  parties  brought  in  unless  some 
one  presently  a  party  so  moves.  Ibid. 

8.  In  the  situation  stated  in  number  (S  the  widow  for  her  life  or 

widowhood  is  the  equitable  owner  of  the  homestead,  if  there  be 
one,  with  the  right  to  be  clothed  with  the  legal  title  to  that 
extent,  and  the  owner  of  a  dower  right  in  the  other  lands,  if 
there  be  such,  with  the  right  to  be  clothed  with  such  title  as 
will  fully  protect  such  dower  right.  Ibid. 

Election  between  counts  or  causes  of  action.    See  Banks  anb  Bank- 
ing, 3.    Indictment  and  Information,  2.    Plkadinq,  2. 

EuEonoNS.    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  2. 

EMBEZZLEMENT. 

See  Criminal  Law,  26. 

1.  There  is  no  material  variance  between  an  information  charging 
embezzlement  of  sixty  dollars  in  money  and  proof  that  defend- 
ant received  a  check  for  a  larger  sum  in  payment  of  Bixij  dol- 
lars upon  a  debt  to  a  corporation  of  which  he  was  president; 
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that  he  paid  the  difference  to  the  debtor  and  deposited  the 
check  in  a  bank  in  his  own  name;  and  that  he  afterwards  drew 
the  money  from  the  bank.    Prinslow  v.  State,  131 

2.  Proof  of  a  demand  for  money  alleged  to  have  been  embezzled  is 
necessary  only  where  a  demand  is  necessary  to  show  the  fraud- 
ulent conversion  embraced  in  the  offense.  IJ)id. 

EMINENT  DOMAIN. 

Delegation  of  power.    See  CoNSTrruTioNAi.  Law,  8,  9.     Draws,  1. 
Railroads,  2-21.    Street  Railways,  1,  2. 

Bame:  Puhlic  purpose. 

i.  Whether  the  particular  use  for  which  property  is  sought  to  be 
taken  by  right  of  eminent  domain  is  public  or  private  is  a  ques- 
tion the  ultimate  decision  of  which  rests  virith  the  courts;  but 
this  does  not  preclude  the  courts  from  according  proper  defer- 
ence to  legislative  declarations  as  to  what  constitutes  a  public 
purpose.    In  re  Southern  Wis.  Power  Co,  245 

2.  Where  the  legislature  authorizes  the  building  of  a  dam  across 

a  river  to  improve  the  navigation  thereof  and  also  for  the  pur- 
pose of  creating  hydraulic  power,  eithpr  of  such  purposes  is  a 
public  one.  so  that  the  power  of  eminent  domain  may  be  legally 
conferred  upon  the  owners  of  the  franchise.  Il)id. 

Proceedings  to  take  property  and  assess  compensation.  See  Rail- 
roads, 2-23. 

3.  Ab  alleged  irregularity  in  condemnation  proceedings,  in  that  no 

order  appears  of  record  directing  the  clerk  to  enter  judgment, 
will  not,  where  no  substantial  rights  of  the  appellant  are  af- 
fected thereby,  work  a  reversal  of  the  Judgment.  Wolf  v.  O.  B., 
O.,  M.  d  S.  W.  R.  Co.  337 

4.  The  fact  that  the  rights  of  a  mortgagee  were  not  adjudicated  in 

condemnation  proceedings  is  not  good  ground  for  disturbing  the 
Judgment  on  appeal,  where  the  parties  had  stipulated  that  the 
mortgage  claim  should  be  paid  out  of  the  amount  recovered. 

Ibid. 

6.  In  proceedings  to  condemn  a  strip  of  land  for  a  railroad  the 
proper  inquiry  with  reference  to  damages  recoverable  for  In- 
Jury  to  plaintiff's  adjoining  lands,  was  whether  such  lands  were 
depreciated  in  market  value  by  the  taking  of  the  strip  for  that 
purpose;  but  it  was  not  prejudicial  error  in  this  case  to  permit 
witnesses  to  be  asked  what  in  their  opinion  was  the  amount  of 
damage  caused  by  the  railroad  cutting  through  plaintiff's  land, 
it  appearing  that  counsel,  court,  and  jury  all  understood  that 
the  word  "damage"  referred  to  depreciation  in  the  market  value 
of  the  part  of  plaintiff's  land  not  taken.  Ibid. 

6.  In  condemnation  proceedings  witnesses  who  showed  familiarity 
with  the  value  of  lands  and  the  probable  Injury  to  such  lands 
from  division  thereof  by  a  railroad  and  its  operation  were  quali- 
fied to  give  opinion  evidence  on  the  subject  Ibid. 

Remedies  of  owner  of  property.  See  Street  Railways,  1,  2.  Vendob 
AiTD  Purchaser,  6. 

EirrnuB  Ck)NTRAcns.    See  Contracts,  6,  7.    Master  and  Sebyaitt,  6. 

Equal  Protection  of  Law.    See  Sunday  Laws,  2. 
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Bqxjitt. 
Jurisdiction.  See  CANCsi.i«A.Tioir  or  Instbuiteivts.    Contracts,  15, 
16.    Corporations,  6-8.    Injunction.    Mills  and  Millbams,  3. 
Sunday  Laws,  5.    Vendor  Ain>  Purchaser,  4-6. 
Costs.    See  Costs,  1. 

Estates.    See  Wills,  3-10. 

Estoppel.    See  Banks  and  Banking,  2.    Insurance,  4.    Waitxb,  1. 

EVIDENCE. 

Preiumptions,    See  Death.    Domicile.    Highways,  6, 7.    Insurance, 
10.    Officers,  8.    Schools  and  School  Districts,  4. 

1.  Where  mere   circumstances  are  'reasonably  consistent  with  a 

theory  of  violation  of  a  penal  statute  and  also  inconsistent 
therewith,  the  latter  should  prevail  in  the  absence  of  corrobo- 
rating evidence:    McNaughton  v.  Des  Moines  L.  Ins,  Co.        214 

2.  Although  a  man  had  recently  come  to  this  country  and  did  not 

speak  English  it  will  be  presumed  that  he  was  a  man  of  ordi- 
nary intelligence.    Fosnes  v,  Duluth  8t.  R.  Co,  455 

Burden  of  proof*    See  Insurance,  8.    Master  and  Levant,  27. 

Best  evidence.    See  Indians,  4. 

Circumstantial  evidence.    See  Crucinal  Law,  4-7,  12,  22.     Hom- 
oiDE,  2.    Jurors. 

Admissions:  By  agents. 

8.  Unsworn  statements  or  admissions  of  an  agent  are  not  evidence 
In  favor  of  the  principal.  T.  D.  KeUogg  L.  d  M.  Co.  v.  Webster 
M.  Co.  341 

4.  In  an  action  by  a  grantee  of  land  upon  a  covenant  against  in- 
cumbrances to  recover  a  sum  paid  in  redemption  of  a  tax  cer- 
tificate, declarations  in  a  letter  written  by  an  agent  of  defend- 
ant, found  in  his  files,  stating  that  another  agent  had  bought 
in  the  certificate  in  his  own  name  and  that  defendant  had  made 
a  draft  to  make  up  the  amount  thereof,  were  mere  self-serving 
declarations  and  not  admissible  on  behalf  of  defendant  to  show 
that  the  certificate  was  taken  by  the  agent  for  defendant  and 
that  the  transaction  amounted  to  a  payment  of  the  taxes.    /MdL 

B.  Admissions  of  the  agent  who  took  the  tax  certificate  in  his  own 
name,  that  he  took  it  for  defendant,  are  not  admissible  against 
plaintiff  under  the  doctrine  that  the  admissions  of  an  assignor, 
made  prior  to  the  assignment,  are  admissible  against  the  as- 
signee. Plaintiff  having  redeemed  from  the  tax  sale  and  hav- 
ing sued  for  breach  of  the  covenant  against  incumbrances,  is 
not  claiming  as  assignee  of  the  agent  Ibid. 

Declarations.     See  Evidence,  3-6.      Husrand  and  Wife,  2.      In- 
dians, 4. 

Documentary  evidence:  Ancient  documents.    See  Hiohwatb,  6. 

Same:  Account  books. 

6.  Entries  in  account  books  are  not,  under  sec  4187,  Stats.  (1898), 

admissible  as  evidence  of  any  Item  of  money  paid  at  one  time 
exceeding  five  dollars.  T.  D.  Kellogg  L.  d  M.  Co.  v.  Webster  M. 
Co.  341 

Same:  Letters. 

7.  A  letter  on  one  of  the  regular  letterheads  nsed  by  the  alleged 

writers,  which  the  addressee  testified  was  received  directly  from 
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them,  was  properly  admitted  in  erldence  though  marked  "copy" 
and  signed  with  a  stamp  instead  of  in  writing.  Stumm  v,  W.  U. 
Tel.  Co.  528 

Opinion  evidence:  Subjects  of  expert  testimony.  See  Eminent  Do- 
main, 5. 

Same:  Competency  and  examination  of  experts.  See  Eminent  Do- 
main, 6.    Highways,  15. 

S.  In  the  trial  of  a  case  Involving  the  examination  of  long  book  ac- 
counts it  Is  proper  for  expert  accountants  to  give  in  evidence, 
in  summary  form,  the  results  of  their  examination  of  the  books, 
time  and  opportunity  being  granted  to  the  opposite  party  to 
use  the  books  to  test  the  correctness  of  such  evidence  and  for 
the  purpose  of  cross-examination.    Ruth  v.  State,  S73 

9.  The  opinion  of  a  physician  as  to  the  physical  condition  of  plaint- 
ifP,  the  necessity  of  an  operation,  and  its  efPect,  based  on  plaint- 
iff's testimony  as  to  his  condition  and  upon  an  examination 
made  by  the  witness  after  the  injury,  was  competent,  its  weight 
being  for  the  Jury.    Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel  Co.  457 

10.  In  an  action  for  personal  Injuries,  a  question  to  an  expert  wit- 

ness as  to  how  the  injury  affected  the  plaintiff  was  proper,  the 
word  "injury"  being  used  to  designate  the  contusion,  bruise,  or 
trauma  in  question,  and  not  the  invasion  of  legal  rights  which 
might  have  occurred  at  the  time  ef  the  accident  Dralle  v. 
Reedsburg,  319 

11.  An  objection  to  a  long  hypothetical  question  on  the  ground  that 

it  does  not  contain  all  the  elements  of  fact  testified  to  will  be 
considered  on  appeal  only  so  far  as  It  specifies  the  facts  claimed 
to  be  omitted.  Ibid. 

12.  In  a  hypothetical  question  as  to  whether  the  injury  sustained  by 

plaintiff  was  a  sufficient  producing  cause  of  her  physical  condi- 
tion as  found  by  the  witness,  it  was  not  necessary  to  include  the 
fact  that  plaintiff  had  given  Urth  to  Beven  children,  all  of  whom 
died  in  Infancy  or  shortly  thereafter.  Ibid. 

Weight  and  sufficiency.  See  Banks  and  Banking,  1,  2,  4.  Con- 
SPiBACT.  Ck>NTBACT8,  1,  2.  Cbiminal  Law,  2,  3,  10,  11.  Di- 
YOBCE.  Domicile.  Eyidencb,  9.  Highways,  11.  Indians,  4. 
Insurance,  6.  Intoxicating  Liquors.  Master  and  Servant, 
26.  Navigable  Waters,  1.  New  Trial,  1.  Rape.  Sales,  6. 
Street  Railways,  8.  Subscriptions,  3.  Tax  Titles,  1,  4,  5. 
Vendor  and  Pubchaseb,  7.    Wilx.8,  1,  2. 

13.  It  requires  an  extraordinary  case  to  authoriae  the  court  to  treat 

sworn  testimony  as  manifestly  impossible  and  untrue.  Bates 
V.  C,  if.  d  St.  P.  R.  Co.  235 

Exceptions.    See  Appeal,  1-^,  19.    Debsb,  2.    Indiotment  ajtd  In- 

FOBMATION,  L 

EXCEPTIONS,   BILL  OP. 

See  Appeal,  2,  8.    Costs,  4. 

After  the  time  for  appeal  from  an  order  or  judgment  has  expired 
the  court  should  not,  in  the  absence  of  stipulation  of  the  par- 
ties, settle  a  bill  of  exceptions  covering  the  proceedings  which 
led  up  only  to  the  making  of  such  order  or  the  rendition  of  such 
a  judgment    Nelson  v.  A.  H.  Stange  Co,  657 
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Excessive  Damages.    See  Damages,  11-15.    Hubbaivd  and  Wife,  5. 

Executors  and  Administrators.     See  Descent  and  Distribution. 
Indians.    Wills. 

Executory  Contracts.    See  Contracts,  3-11.    Damages,  7-10. 

Exemplary  Damages.    See  Damages,  5.    Husband  and  Wife,  4,  5. 

Exemptions.    See  Pensions.    Taxation,  1-3. 

Expert  Testimony.     See  Eaiinent  Domain,  5,  6.    Evidence,  8-12. 
Highways,  15. 

EXTRADITION. 

One  who  has  been  brought  Into  this  state  by  extradition  proceed- 
ings based  on  a  criminal  charge  is  not  subject  to  arrest  in  con- 
tempt proceedings  to  enforce  compliance  with  a  prior  civil  judg- 
ment against  him,  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity  to  return 
to  the  state  from  which  he  was  extradited,  even  though  he  was, 
when  he  absconded,  a  resident  of  this  state  and  had  not  since 
acquired  a  residence  elsewhere,  and  the  court  in  which  said 
judgment  was  rendered  had,  before  his  departure,  obtained  ju- 
risdiction both  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  action  and  of  his 
person.    State  ex  rel.  Hattahaugh  v.  Boynton,  89 

False  Representations.    See  Cancellation  of  Instruments.    Con- 
tracts, 14.    Insurance,  4.    Vendor  and  Purchaser,  8. 

Fences.    See  Railroads,  25-31. 

BtoDiNGs  OF  Fact.    See  Appeal,  6,  11-17,  28.    Divorce.    Mnxs  Ain> 
MiLLDAMS,  5,  6.    Navigable  Waters, 

Fires.    See  Insurance,  1,  2. 

FOOD. 

See  Municipal  Corporations,  7. 

1.  In  a  prosecution  under  sec.  4607,  Stats.   (Supp.  1906;  Laws  of 

1905,  ch.  13S),  for  having  in  possession  adulterated  milk  with 
intent  to  sell  it,  the  state  need  not  allege  or  prove  that  it  was 
not  to  be  sold  as  and  for  "skimmed  milk,"  within  the  exception 
stated  in  sec.  4607a.    Splinter  v.  State,  567 

2.  Having  in  possession  seventeen  cans  of  milk  with  Intent  to  sell 

the  same,  in  six  of  which  cans  the  milk  contained  less  than  the 
prescribed  percentage  of  milk  fat,  was  a  violation  of  the  stat- 
ute, although  the  average  of  the  entire  lot  was  above  the  legal 
standard.  Ibid. 

Franchises.    See  Constitutional  Law,  10,  11.    Corporations.  2-4. 
Eminent  Domain,  2.   Navigarle  Waters.   Street  Railways,  1. 

FRAUD. 

See  Cancellation  of  Instruments.    Pledob. 

L  One  who  makes  representations  to  another  of  material  facts  for 
the  purpose  of  inducing  that  other  to  enter  into  contractual 
relations  with  him  and  which  are  liable  to  accomplish  the  pur- 
pose without  want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  such  other, 
is  bound,  not  merely  not  to  act  negligently,  but  at  his  peril  to 
know  whereof  he  speaks.    Kathan  v.  CorMtock^  427 


Wis.]  index.  69& 


2.  One  not  himself  knowing  the  facts  involved  may  reasonahly  act 
on  representations  by  another  who  desires  to  enter  into  con- 
tractual relations  with  him,  as  to  conditions  not  presently  ob- 
servable. Il>id. 

Frivolous  Pleading.     See  Plkading,  4. 

Future  Damages.    See  Damages,  3,  4,  6. 

General  City  Cuarter.    See  Schools,  1,  2. 

Gifts.    See  Wills,  5,  6. 

Good  Faith.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  13. 

Guardian  and  Ward.    See  Insane  Persons. 

HABEAS  CORPUS. 

In  a  proceeding  by  habeas  corpvs  to  procure  the  dlpoharge  of  one 
held  for  trial  after  a  preliminary  examination,  the  court  can 
only  examine  the  evidence  sufficiently  to  discover  whether  there 
was  any  substantial  ground  for  the  exercise  of  Judgment  by 
the  committing  magistrate.    Lundstrum  v,  State,  141 

HEALTH. 

See  Food.    Municipal  Corporations,  7, 

1.  Health  ofBcers  who  nrp  exnerted  to  accomplish  results  must  nec- 

essarily possess  large  powers  and  be  endowed  with  the  right 
to  take  summary  action,  which  at  times  trenches  closely  upon 
despotic  rule,    kitate  ex  rel.  Kowotny  v.  Milwaukee,  38 

2.  Executive  boards  and  officers  who  can  deal  at  once  with  emer- 

f:.iii(  its  under  general  principles  laid  down  by  the  lawmaking 
body  must  exist  if  the  public  health  is  to  be  preserved.      Jhid. 

Heirs.    See  Indians.    Insane  Peusons. 

HIGHWAYS. 

Definition:  **Puhlic  highicay.** 

1.  The  term  "public  highway,"  in  the  broad  ordinary  sense,  Includes 

every  common  way  for  travel  by  persons  on  foot  or  with  vehicles 
rightfully  used  oh  highways,  which  the  public  have  the  right  to 
use  either  coiiflitionally  or  unconditionally.    Weirich  v.  State,  98 

2.  The  term  "public  highway"  in  a  limited  sense  means  a  way  for 

general  travel,  which  is  wholly  public.  Ibid. 

3.  In  the  general  sense  the  term  "public  highways"  includes  toll 

roads;  in  its  limited  sense  it  does  not.  IMd. 

4.  The  term  "public  highway"  in  a  general  law  should  be  regarded 

as  having  been  used  by  the  legislature  in  its  general  sense  un- 
less there  is  some  efficient  reason  for  believing  it  was  used  in 
the  limited  sense.  IMd. 

6.  A  general  law,  regulating  the  operating  of  automobiles  upon  pub- 
lic highways  in  the  interest  of  public  safety,  rather  suggests 
use  of  the  term  "public  highway"  in  the  general  than  the  par- 
ticular sense,  since  the  danger  of  personal  injury  is  quite  as 
great  and  immunity  therefrom  is  quite  as  important  as  to  trav- 
elers on  the  one  as  the  other.  Ibid. 
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EstaWshment  by  statutory  proceedings:  Presumptions:  Width:  Lime 
of  travel.    See  Ejectment,  2. 

6.  A  petition  to  the  road  commissionerB  In  1847  for  the  laying  out  of 
a  highway  was  recorded  in  the  town  records,  as  was  also  a  sur- 
vey headed  "Survey  of  a  public  road  for  the  town  of  O.,"  defi- 
nitely describing  the  line  of  the  road  throughout,  and  signed 
by  the  surveyor  and  the  commissioners.  These  were  the  only 
records  as  to  the  highway,  but  the  road  was  opened  and  traveled, 
at  least  partially,  upon  the  line  described.  Held  that.  In  view 
of  the  lapse  of  time,  the  survey  must  be  regarded  as  an  ancient 
document;  and  all  proceedings  leading  up  to  the  making  of 
such  survey  will  be  presumed  to  have  been  regularly  taken  pur- 
suant to  Laws  of  1843,  p.  46,  §§  1,  2.  It  will  be  presumed,  there- 
fore, that  the  petitioners  were  freeholders  residing  in  the  town, 
although  the  petition  does  not  show  that  fact,  and  that  an  order 
laying  out  the  road  had  been  regularly  made,    dwell  v.  Travis, 

547 

T.  The  established  width  of  public  highways  at  the  time  in  question 
and  since  having  been  four  rods,  the  road  will  be  deemed  to 
have  been  laid  out  of  that  width,  with  the  line  described  in  the 
survey  as  its  center.  Ibid. 

8.  The  fact  that  at  a  certain  point  a  highway  was  traveled  on  one 

side  only  of  the  center  line  thereof  as  shown  by  the  survey,  did 
not  operate  to  change  the  limits  of  the  road  as  laid  out.      Ibid, 

9.  Slight  deviation  of  travel  from  a  highway  as  laid  out,  and  the 

maintenance  of  fences  at  irregular  distances  from  the  center 
line,  though  continued  for  more  than  twenty  years,  did  not  re- 
sult in  abandonment  of  any  part  of  the  highway  or  in  the  ac- 
quirement of  title  by  user  to  any  land  outside  of  its  limits, 
where  there  had  never  been  any  attempt  to  have  the  fences 
placed  on  the  true  line,  but  mere  passive  acquiescence  In  their 
remaining  where  placed,  and  no  dedication  of  land  for  the  high- 
way outside  of  its  limits  as  laid  out.  Ilnd. 

Regulation  of  use  and  travel.    See  Automobii.bs. 

Flame:  Railroad  crossings.    See  Rahjioads,  22-24. 

Same:  Obstructions:  Personal  injuries. 

10.  Town  authorities  have  the  right  to  deposit  material  In  the  high- 

way at  convenient  and  proper  places  for  the  purpose  of  repair- 
ing the  same,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care;  but  they  have  no 
right  to  80  place  such  material  as  to  render  the  highway  dan- 
gerous to  travelers,  and  permit  It  to  remain  an  unreasonable 
time.    Berg  «.  Auburn,  4§2 

11.  Findings  in  a  special  verdict  to  the  effect  that  an  Iron  pipe  two 

and  a  half  feet  in  diameter,  twelve  feet  long,  painted  red,  which 
the  defendant  town  had  placed  about  eight  feet  from  the  trav- 
eled track  and  permitted  to  remain  there  for  eleven  days,  wms 
an  object  likely  to  frighten  horses  of  ordinary  gentleness,  and 
that  defendant  was  negligent  In  allowing  it  to  remain  where 
it  did,  are  held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evldenoe.  Ibid. 

12.  The  findings  above  mentioned,  together  with  findings  that  de- 

fendant's negligence  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintilTs  in- 
Jury,  that  plaintiff  was  not  guilty  of  contributory  negUgenoe, 
and  assessing  his  damages,  are  held  sufllclently  to  have  covered 
the  material  controverted  issues,  especially  in  the  aheenoe  of 
any  request  for  the  submission  of  other  questions.  Ibid^ 
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Same:  Notice  of  injury, 

13.  In  an  action  for  injuries  caused  by  defect  in  a  highway  the  com- 

plaint, notice,  and  claim  should  be  construed  together  as  a 
pleading,  and  so  construed  the  allegations,  stated  in  the  opinion, 
are  held  sufficient  to  permit  the  admission  of  evidence  of  in- 
juries  to  plaintiffs  side,  back,  and  ribs,  and  also  of  an  atrophy 
or  wasting  of  the  muscles  of  the  back,  causing  curvature  of  the 
spine  and  having  a  tendency  to  increase.    Dralle  v.  Reedsl>urg, 

31» 

14.  The  notice  required  by  sec.  1339,  Stat&  (1898),  need  not  specify 

the  particulars  in  which  the  party  is  injured  nor  contain  any 
description  of  the  injuries.  Ihid. 

Same:  Reception  of  evidence, 

16.  It  was  not  error  to  exclude  the  opinion  of  a  witness  as  to  whether 
it  would  have  been  possible  or  practicable  for  plaintiff  to  drive 
over  a  part  of  the  highway  lying  outside  of  the  traveled  track 
at  the  place  of  the  accident,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that 
plaintiff  had  an  opportunity  to  leave  the  traveled  track  and  had 
such  knowledge  of  the  defect  therein  as  would  require  a  person 
exercising  ordinary  care  to  leave  the  track  and  drive  outside 
thereof.  Ilnd. 

Same:  InMtructUme  to  jury, 

16.  An  instruction  that,  in  determining  whether  or  not  the  highway 

was  defective  at  the  place  in  question,  the  jury  should  consider 
the  amount  of  labor  and  money  which  must  be  expended  to  ob- 
viate the  alleged  defect,  and  whether  such  expense  would  be  so 
excessive  as  to  render  the  change  impossible  or  impracticable,, 
is  held  (whether  correct  in  law  or  not)  to  have  been  properly 
refused  as  inapplicable  to  the  facts  in  this  case.  Dralle  v. 
Reedshurg,  319 

17.  Refusal  to  instruct  the  jury  that  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  re- 

cover for  loss  of  her  time  was  not  error  in  this  case,  in  view  of 
other  instructions  given  and  of  the  fact  that  no  claim  for  such 
recovery  was  made  and  no  evidence  offered  on  the  subject,    /bid. 

(18.  Whether,  under  sec.  1339,  Stats.  (1898),  as  amended  by  ch.  305, 
Laws  of  1899,  providing  that  a  husband  shall  have  no  right  of 
action  on  account  of  injuries  received  by  his  wife  by  reason  of 
a  defect  in  a  highway,  a  wife  may  recover  damages  for  loss  of 
her  time,  not  determined.]  I'bid, 

HlOHWAT  CB088I2T08.     See  RAILROADS,  22-24. 

I 

HOMESTEAD. 

See  Ejectmknt,  8. 

The  homestead  right  which  descends  as  such  on  the  death  of  a 
husband  leaving  a  widow  and  children,  attaches  to  the  home 
property  even  though  the  husband  had  only  the  full  equitable 
title  thereto.    Harley  v.  Harley,  282 

HOMICIDE. 

Evidence:  Admissibility.    See  Criminal  Law,  8. 

1.  The  rejection  of  evidence  offered  to  prove  that  a  person  other 
than  the  accused  committed  the  particular  homicide  in  ques- 
tion is  not  harmful  error«  where  it  is  manifest  from  the  whole 
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eridence  that  such  person  was  in  no  way  connected  with  the 
offense,  in  that  he  was  not  in  the  vicinity  of  the  place  thereof 
at  the  time  of  the  occurrence.    Spick  v.  State,  104 

2.  In  a  prosecution  for  a  criminal  homicide  dependent  upon  cir- 

cumstantial evidence,  as  bearing  on  the  question  of  motive  of 
the  accused  for  doing  the  deed  of  which  he  is  accused,  it  is 
competent  to  show  that  prior  to  the  homicide  the  deceased  re- 
ported that  the  accused  had,  to  his  knowledge,  committed  an> 
other  offense,  in  the  absence  of  any  direct  evidence  that  the 
accused  knew  who  was  the  informant,  if,  from  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  reasonably  inferable  that  he  did  know  in  fact,  or 
had  good  reason  to  believe  and  did  believe,  the  deceased  to  be 
his  accuser;  consideration  of  such  evidence  to  be  dependent 
upon  belief  of  the  jury  that  the  defendant  did,  in  fact,  know  or 
believe  before  the  homicide  that  the  deceased  was  the  informer. 

Ibid. 

3.  Dodge,  J.,  and  Winslow,  C.  J.,  dissenting,  are  of  the  opinion 

that  it  was  prejudicial  error  in  this  case  to  admit  evidence  that 
the  deceased  had  reported  to  a  third  person  that  the  accused 
had  committed  another  offense, — such  evidence  being  pure  hear- 
say and  there  being  no  other  evidence  that  the  accused  had  com- 
mitted such  other  offense  and  no  evidence  warranting  an  infer- 
ence that  he  knew  or  suspected  that  the  deceased  had  given 
such  information.  Ibid. 

Trial:  Verdict, 

4.  In  case  of  a  criminal  homicide  manifestly  committed  by  an  act 

imminently  dangerous  to  human  life,  and  indicative  of  deprav- 
ity of  mind  and  disregard  of  human  life,  so  characterized  as 
to  show  the  grade  of  the  offense  to  be  murder  in  the  first  or  sec- 
ond degree,  any  circumstance  sufficient,  reasonably,  to  at  least 
cause  reasonable  doubt  as  to  whether  the  act  was  pursuant  to 
a  formed  design  to  take  human  life,  warrants  finding  a  verdict 
of  guilty  of  murder  in  the  second  degree.  Ibid. 

6.  In  case  of  belief  from  the  evidence  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt 
that  the  accused  Is  guilty  of  the  offense  of  criminal  homicide 
in  either  the  first  or  second  degree,  but  there  Is  reasonable  un- 
certainty between  the  two  degrees,  though  belief  of  guilt  of  the 
offense  at  least  in  the  second  degree,  a  verdict  of  guilty  In  such 
degree  is  proper.  Ibid, 

HUSBAND  AND  WIFE. 

Torts:  Personal  injuries  to  wife.    See  Highways,  18. 
Enticing  and  alienating:  Parties:  Evidence:  Damages, 

1.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  alienation  of  her  husband's  affections 

the  husband  is  not  a  pi^oper  party  defendant,  since  he  was  not 
a  joint  tortfeasor  with  those  who  wrongfully  brought  about  his 
state  of  mind,  and  cannot  be  held  to  have  joined  or  confederated 
with  the  active  parties  in  the  wrong  constituting  the  cause  of 
action.    White  v.  White,  638 

2.  In  such  action  the  plaintiff  may  testify  to  declarations  by  her 

husband  as  to  offers  made  to  him  by  defendants  to  Induce  him 
to  abandon  her.  Ibid, 

Z,  In  determining  whether  parents  maliciously  conspired  to  alienate 
their  son's  affections  from  his  wife,  the  evidence  should  be  con- 
sidered in  view  of  the  rights  of  the  parents  and  their  obliga- 
tions respecting  their  child's  welfare  and  happiness.  ibid. 
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4.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  a  malicious  conspiracy  to  alienate  the 
affections  of  her  husband,  punitory  damages  may  be  awarded, 
even  though  one  defendant  is  without  property  and  the  other 
Is  wealthy.  Ibid, 

6.  In  an  action  by  a  wife  for  alienation  of  her  husband's  affections 
an  award  of  $5,000  compensatory  damages  and  $1,500  punitory 
damages  is  held  not  excessive.  Ibid. 

Hypothetical  Questions.    See  Evidence,  11,  12. 

Illeoitimate  Children.    See  Indians,  3,  4. 

Imfeach^cent  of  witnesses.    See  Criminal  Law,  15.  16. 

Impboyements.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  17-27. 

Incompetent  Persons.    See  Insane  Persons.    Wills,  L 

INDIANS. 

1.  In  proceedings  for  administration  of  the  estate  of  an  Indian  al- 

lottee  of  lands,  the  title  to  which  was  held  in  trust  by  the  fed- 
eral government,  there  being  other  property  warranting  the  ad- 
ministration, the  parties  by  stipulation  submitted  to  the  county 
court  the  question  whether  a  certain  person  was  the  son  and 
sole  heir  at  law  of  the  deceased.  Beldf  sufficient  to  give  the 
court  jurisdiction.     Bmith  v.  Smith,  599 

2.  The  order  or  Judgment  of  the  court  In  such  a  case  does  not  trans- 

fer the  title  or  disturb  the  possession  of  the  allotted  lands;  and 
the  United  States,  as  trustee,  may  recognize  or  refuse  to  rec- 
ognize it  as  evidence,  conclusive  or  prima  fade,  of  heirship. 

Ibid. 
Z.  Under  a  federal  statute  (26  U.  S.  Stats,  at  Large,  794,  ch.  383) 
making  illegitimate  children  lawful  heirs  of  their  Indian  father, 
paternity  is  to  be  established  by  a  preponderance  of  evidence, 
and  need  not  be  established  beyond  reasonable  doubt  nor  by 
evidence  clear  and  convincing  beyond  reasonable  controversy. 

Ibid. 
-4.  In  such  a  case  declarations  of  the  deceased  mother  and  of  the 
alleged  deceased  father  respecting  the  paternity  of  an  illegiti- 
mate are  competent,  and  when  they  are  the  best  evidence  the 
nature  of  the  case  will  admit  of,  and  are  not  overcome  by  other 
more  convincing  evidence,  they  are  sufficient.  Ibid, 

6.  The  construction  given  to  the  federal  statute  (26  U.  S.  Stats,  at 
Large,  794,  ch.  383)  in  In  re  Heirs  of  House,  132  Wis.  212,  is 
adhered  to.  Ibid, 

INDICTMENT  AND  INFORMATION. 

JP'ormal  requisites.    See  Sunday  Laws,  3,  5. 

Election  betioeen  counts.    See  Banks  and  Banking,  3, 

Requisites  and  suffloiency.    See  Criminal  Law,  19. 

1.  Where  an  exception  is  stated  in  a  separate  section  of  the  statute 

and  constitutes  no  essential  part  of  the  definition  or  descrip- 
tion of  an  offense,  it  need  not  be  negatived  by  the  prosecution, 
but  is  a  matter  of  defense.    Splinter  v.  State,  567 

2.  The  matter  of  requiring  prosecuting  officers  in  criminal  cases  to 

elect  on  what  count  of  an  information  they  will  prosecute  the 
cause  is  very  much  in  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court  Ruth  v. 
State,  373 

^Variance,    See  EifBEZZLEMENT,  1.    Food,  1. 
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INJUNCTION. 

See  Afpkax*  5.    Kusitcipai.  OoBPOSATioirs,  20-22.    Pleadiivo,  6. 

SuxDAT  Laws,  5. 

1.  Tlie  fMCs  stated  in  the  opinkm  did  not  entitle  plaintiff  to  the  in- 

torferaiee  of  eqnity  to  preTent  either  irreparable  injury  or  a 
moltiplicity  of  actions  at  law.    Le  BUmd  v.  Peshtigo^  604 

2.  The  aTerment  that  plaintiff  lias  been  permanently  deprived  of 

the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question  is  con- 
strued as  equivalent  to  a  statement  that  she  has  been  deprived 
of  the  possession  of  said  strip;  and  it  appearing  that  what  she 
seeks  to  recover  is  the  possession  of  the  land,  not  of  a  mere  ease- 
ment over  it,  she  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  tn  an  action 
of  ejectment.  /5td. 

INSANE  PERSONa 

luguiaiikms.    See  GoHSPiRAcr. 

Mental  capacity.    See  Wuxs,  1. 

6f«ardtoashtp:  Refusal  of  appointment:  Right  of  appeoL 

1.  Under  sec  3976,  Stats.  (1898),  any  relative  or  friend  of  a  person 

alleged  to  be  mentally  incompetent  may  institute  a  proceeding 
in  the  county  court  for  appointment  of  a  guardian,  but  under 
sec  4031,  besides  certain  specified  ofBcial  persons,  only  a  "per- 
son aggrieved"  by  the  determination  of  the  court  can  appeal 
tlierefrom.    Banbcm  v.  Carpenter,  572 

2.  No  person  is  "aggrieved,"  within  the  meaning  of  said  sec  4031. 

unless  the  determination  affects  adversely  his  legal  ri^rhts; 
mere  affront  to  desire  or  sentimental  interest  being  InsufficieDt 

Ibid. 

3.  Next  of  kin  or  heirs  apparent  have  no  legal  rights  or  interest  In 

the  property  of  a  living  relative.  Ibid. 

4.  Refusal  to  appoint,  upon  the  petition  of  nonresident  adult  sister, 

a  guardian  for  an  alleged  Incompetent  adult  residing  in  this, 
state,  did  not  affect  any  legal  rights  of  the  petitioner,  she  hav- 
ing no  legal  right  to  control  the  custody  or  conduct  of  the  al- 
leged Incompetent,  no  legal  right  to  support  from,  or  legal  duty 
of  care  or  support  to,  the  latter^  and  no  legal  rights  in  or  to  tho 
property  of  the  latter.  Jbid. 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  JURY. 

1.  Requested  Instructions  refused  are  not  reviewed  In  the  absence 

of  exceptions  to  such  ruling.    Monaghan  v.  N,  W.  Fuel  Co.      457 

2.  No  error  can  be  assigned  on  instructions  relative  to  a  question 

determined  in  appellants  favor.  Lehman  v.  C,  Bt.  P.,  if.  d 
O.  R.  Co.  497 

5.  A  proper  instruction,  where  conviction  depends  partly  or  wholly 

on  circumstantial  evidence,  is:  The  accused  is  entitled  to  an  ac- 
quittal unless  the  evidence  satisfies  the  jury  to  a  moral  cer- 
tainty of  the  existence  of  all  the  material  circumstances;  that 
they  are  consistent  with  guilt  and  inconsistent  with  any  other 
reasonable  hypothesis.    Bpick  v.  State.  104 

4.  On  the  degree  of  certainty  of  guilt  required  for  a  conviction  It  is 
sufficient  to  Instruct  the  jury:  In  order  to  warrant  a  conviction 
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each  and  all  of  the  material  circumstances  and  the  fact  of  guilt 
should  be  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Jury  beyond  a 
reasonable  doubt.  /6itf. 

5.  A  Jury  may  be  instructed  that  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 

state  tends  to  establish  its  claim  and  that  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  the  contrary,  it  being  made  plain  that  the  real  right 
of  the  matter  is  wholly  for  them  to  determine  from  all  the  evi- 
dence produced.  Ihid. 

6.  A  Jury  should  not  be  instructed  that  if  they  believe  from  all  the 

evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any  witness  is  false  they  may 
reject  it,  nor  that  whether  to  reject  such  testimony  or  not  is 
conditioned  upon  whether  the  same  is  corroborated  by  other 
testimony.  Ihid. 

7.  In  instructing  the  jury,  a  suggestion  that  belief  upon  the  whole 

evidence  that  the  testimony  of  any  witness  is  false  precludes 
its  being  corroborated  by  any  credible  evidence  so  as  to  be  en- 
titled to  be  believed,  should  be  avoided.  Ihid. 

8.  It  is  proper  to  admonish  a  Jury  of  the  importance  of  agreeing 

upon  a  verdict,  care  being  taken  not  to  suggest  which  way  is 
proper  or  to  go  farther  than  to  stimulate  appreciation  of  Jury 
duty.  Ihid. 

9.  Reading  the  information,  followed  by  an  instruction,  stated  in 

the  opinion,  is  ?i/eld  not  prejudicial.    Ruth  v.  States  373 

10.  It  is  not  fatal  error  to  omit  instructions  relative  to  circumstantial 

evidence,  unless  proper  instructions  in  respect  thereto  are  re- 
quested.   Spick  V.  Btaie,  *  104 

11.  Instructions  relative  to  a  defective  highway,  stated  in  the  opin- 

ion (whether  correct  in  law  or  not),  are  held  properly  refused 
as  inapplicable  to  the  facts  in  the  case.    Dralle  v.  Reedahurg, 

319 

12.  Refusal  of  instructions  not  error  in  view  of  other  instruetions 

given  and  the  lack  of  evidence  on  the  subject.  IMd, 

13.  Instruction  not  erroneous  because  the  word  "could"  was  used 

rather  than  the  words  "ought  to."  Lehman  v.  C,  Bt  P.,  if.  d  O. 
R,  Co,  479 

14.  Failure  to  instruct  on  a  given  subject  is  not  error  in  the  absence 

of  request  therefor.    Lind  v.  Uniform  flf.  d  P.  Co.  183 

15.  In  the  absence  of  a  request  that  the  words  "other  things"  used 

in  the  charge  be  limited  to  things  shown  by  the  evidence,  their 
use  is  not  prejudicial.    Monaghan  v.  N,  W.  Fuel  Co.  457 

16.  Definitions  of  proximate  cause  approved.     Monaghan  v.  N.  W. 

Fuel  Co.  457;  Stumm  v.  W.  U.  Teh  Co.  528 

17.  It  is  not  error  to  Instruct  the  jury  to  consider  whether  a  fence 

would  have  "prevented  or  tended  to  prevent"  a  child  from  en- 
tering on  the  right  of  way  of  a  railroad.  Schwind  v.  C,  M.  d 
8t.  P.  R.  Co.  1 

18.  An  instruction,  stated  In  the  opinion,  is  held  prejudicially  errone- 

ous as  being  argumentative  and  invading  the  province  of  the 
Jury.    Bod^nheim^r  v.  C.  d  If.  W.  R.  Co.  623 

19.  Instructions  relative  to  loss  of  employment  consequent  on  failure 

to  deliver  a  telegram  held  free  from  error.  Btumm  i>.  W.  U. 
Tel.  Co.  528 

20.  Charge  that  the  testimony  of  a  witness  is  negative  In  character 

and  not  entitled  to  the  same  weight  as  that  of  another  is  er- 
roneous.   Bodenheimer  v.  C.  d  N.  W.  R.  Co.  623 

Vol.  140  -  45 
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INSURANCE. 

FiBE. 

Ri8ks  and  causes  of  loss:  Direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire. 

L  A  fire  built  in  a  furnace  with  unsuitable  material,  which  became 
In  a  measure  uncontrollable  and  developed  excessive  and  ex- 
traordinary heat,  so  intense  in  the  chimney  as  to  char  wood- 
work, wall  paper,  and  furniture,  and  which  caused  volumes  of 
smoke  and  soot  to  escape  through  the  registers  and  injure  per- 
sonal property  in  the  house,  was  a  "hostile"  fire  although  there 
was  no  Ignition  outside  of  the  furnace;  and  the  damage  to  the 
personal  property  was  "direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire"  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Wisconsin  standard  fire  insurance  policy. 
0*Connor  v.  Queen  Ins.  Co,  388 

2.  The  question  whether  damage  to  insured  property  was  caused  by 

fire  is  ordinarily  one  for  the  Jury,  but  its  determination  by  the 
court  is  not  error  where  the  facts  are  practically  undisputed. 

IlHd. 

Life. 

Proofs  of  death:  Waiver, 

3.  Refusal  of  a  benefit  association  to  recognize  any  claim  based  on 

the  presumption  of  death  resulting  from  absence  was  a  waiver 
of  its  right  to  insist  upon  proofs  of  death  as  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  an  action  on  the  benefit  certificate.  Miller  v.  Sovereign 
Camp,  505 

Premiums:  Rel>ating  ly  agency  contract:  EstoppeU 

4.  A  life  insurance  company  having  given  a  person  with  his  policy 

an  agency  agreement,  stipulating  to  pay  him  annually  a  pro 
rata  part  of  a  specified  percentage  of  all  premiums  paid  for  the 
ensuing  ten  years  on  business  written  in  specified  territory, 
such  payment  to  be  made  within  thirty  days  after  the  anni- 
versary date  of  the  agreement,  coinciding  with  the  last  day  for 
paying  annually  a  policy  premium  with  a  specified  penalty  to 
prevent  lapsing,  and  the  premiums  having  been  made  payable 
annually  with  an  option  to  pay  quarterly,  and  the  assured  hav- 
ing been  duly  specifically  notified  of  the  due  date  and  amount 
of  the  second  policy  premium,  the  first  apportionment  under 
the  contract  being  applied  thereon,  and  he  having  paid  accord- 
ingly, and  due  notice  according  to  custom  having  been  given 
as  to  the  third  premium  and  second  agency  apportionment  and 
pa3mient  made  of  the  quarterly  amount,  less  such  apportion- 
ment, and  the  company,  while  retaining  the  money,  having 
claimed  that  only  one  quarter  of  the  agency  apportionment  was 
applicable  on  a  quarterly  premium  payment,  and  demanded  pay- 
ment of  an  additional  amount  equal  to  three  fourths  of  the 
agency  apportionment  within  the  thirty  days  for  payment  with 
the  added  penalty,  which  demand  was  not  complied  with,  and 
thereupon  the  company  having  invited  the  assured  to  apply 
for  reinstatement  under  the  agreement  in  the  policy  in  that 
regard,  representing  that,  by  the  contract,  he  was  entitled  to 
credit  of  only  one  quarter  of  such  apportionment  on  a  quar- 
terly premium,  and  application  having  been  made  accordingly 
and  allowed,  the  additional  payment  being  the  same  as  the  un- 
paid agency  amount  due  and  payable  as  aforesaid: 

(a)  The  giving  of  the  premium  notice  in  the  second  Instance, 
as  in  the  first,  estopped  the  company  from  claiming  that  the  en- 
tire agency  apportionment  was  not  applicable  upon  the  amount 
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payable  on  the  policy  within  the  time  stipulated  for  payment  of 
such  apportionment. 

(b)  The  premium  notice  showing  application  of  the  agency 
apportionment  in  the  second  as  in  the  first  Instance,  consti- 
tuted an  actual  payment  of  the  agency  apportionment  fully  exe- 
cuting the  rebating  contract,  if  such  there  were,  for  the  quarter 
the  policy  premium  was  payable. 

(c)  The  notice  to  the  assured  after  payment  of  the  amount, 
unsatisfactory  to  the  company,  demanding  only  an  additional 
amount  equal  to  three  fourths  of  the  agency  apportionment, 
waived  the  penalty-  for  not  making  payment  on  the  exact  due 
date  of  the  premium  if  a  penalty  were  thereby  incurred. 

(d)  There  having  been  due  and  payable  to  the  assured  on 
the  contract  by  the  day  limited  for  paying  the  policy  premium, 
an  amount  equal  to  the  balance  claimed  by  the  company  on  the 
policy,  it  was  bound  to  apply  the  credit  if  necessary  to  prevent 
a  lapsing,  and  the  application  should  be  treated  as  having  been 
in  efPect  made  by  operation  of  law. 

(e)  The  assured  having  acted  on  the  false  representations 
of  the  company  In  submitting  to  its  claim  that  the  policy  had 
lapsed  was  not  affected  by  the  law  of  surrender  of  rights  by 
acquiescence.    McNaughton  v.  Des  Moines  L.  Ins,  Co,  214 

45ame:  Enforcement  of  contract. 

6.  If  an  insurance  company  makes,  ostensibly,  an  agency  contract 

with  a  policy-holder  at  the  date  of  his  policy,  all  as  one  trans- 
action, for  the  purpose,  in  fact,  of  rebating  the  cost  of  the  in- 
surance, stipulated  in  the  policy,  such  contract  is  unenforceable. 
McNaughton  v,  Des  Moines  L.  Ins,  Co.  214 

-6.  The  circumstance  of  a  life  insurance  company  contemporaneously 
making  an  insurance  agency  contract  with,  and  issuing  to  a 
person  a  life  policy,  the  contract  stipulating  for  payment  to  the 
assured  for  services,  not  definitely  mentioned  except  by  refer- 
ence to  an  application  for  such  contract,  not  produced,  of  a  per- 
centage each  year  of  the  premiums  received  in  such  year  for 
Insurance  written  in  specified  territory,  is  not  of  itself  sufficient 
to  show  with  reasonable  certainty  that  the  purpose  of  the  con- 
tract is  to  circumvent  the  statutory  prohibition  against  rebat- 
ing policy  premiums.  IMd, 

7.  An  executed  agreement  for  rebating  a  policy  premium  contrary 

to  the  statute  on  the  subject  renders  the  rebater  liable  to  the 
statutory  penalty  but  does  not  render  the  policy  void  or  void- 
able. IHd. 

8.  In  case  of  an  insurance  company  seeking  to  reap  advantage  from 

its  own  turpitude  as  to  violating  the  law  against  rebating,  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  a  policy  agreement,  the  burden  is  upon 
it  to  establish  the  facts  in  that  regard  to  a  reasonable  cer- 
tainty. /6id. 

Lapse  of  policy. 

9.  If  a  person,  erroneously  supposing  his  policy  to  have  lapsed,  his 

view  in  that  regard  being  induced  in  whole  or  in  part  by  a  false 
position  on  the  part  of  the  insurer,  applies  successfully  for  re- 
instatement under  the  clause  of  the  policy  permitting  it,  he  is 
not  precluded  thereby  from  thereafter  insisting  that  the  policy 
did  not  in  fact  lapse.    McNaughton  v.  Des  Moines  L.  Ins.  Co. 

214 
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Same:  Application  of  earnings  under  agency  contract 

10.  If  money  is  absolutely  due  and  payable  from  an  insuranoe  com- 
pany to  a  policy-holder  before  the  due  date  of  his  premium  the 
company  should  apply  the  credit  if  necessary  to  save  the  policy, 
and  in  judicial  proceedings  involving  the  matter  such  applica- 
tion should  be  conclusively  presumed  to  have  been  made,  espe> 
daily  if  such  had  been  the  custom  of  the  company  as  to  the 
particular  policy.    McNaughton  v,  Des  Moines  L.  Ins.  Co,      214 

Interest.    See  Attachment.  1. 

INTERURBAN  RAILWAYS.     See  STREET  RAIUPT AYS,  1,  2. 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS. 

A  conviction  of  selling  intoxicating  liquors  without  a  UcenBe  is 
held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence  in  this  case.  Markley  v. 
State,  137 

Intoxication.    See  Master  and  Servant,  28. 

Joinder  ov  Causes  ov  Action.    See  Corporations,  7.    Plbadino.  3. 

JUDGMENT. 

Ooncluiiveness  of  adjudication.    See  Tax  Titles,  9. 

Same:  Presumption  <u  to  preliminary  proceedings. 

In  a  proceeding  in  a  court  of  general  jurisdiction,  where  no  qnes- 
tlon  of  want  of  Jurisdiction  is  raised,  it  will  be  presumed  in  the 
absence  of  a  contrary  showing  that  the  necessary  steps  were 
taken  for  the  entry  of  Judgment,  although  not  all  such  steps 
necessary  to  regularity  appear  of  record.  Wolf  v,  Q.  B.,  O.,  if. 
d  S.  W,  R.  Co.  337 

JuDCMENT  Roll.    Gee  Appeal,  1. 

Jurisdiction.    See  Certiorari.    Indians,  1.    Jxtdgmsnt. 

JURORS. 

Competency. 

A  person  called  as  a  juror  who  discloses  on  the  voir  dire  eonscien- 
tious  scruples  against  rendering  a  verdict  on  clrcomstantlal  evi- 
dence alone,  may  properly  be  rejected  as  incompetent,  with  or 
without  objection  by  counsel.    Spick  v.  Stote^  1(M 

Feee,    See  Costs,  2. 

JUSTICES'  COURTS. 

Appeal:  Review:  Evidence  considered. 

The  circuit  court  when  required  to  give  judgment  pnrsnant  to 
sec.  3769,  Stats.  (1898),  should  act  solely  upon  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  court  below  acted,  not  considering  any  ruled 
out  by  the  latter  as  improper  or  any  conjecture  as  to  evidence 
which  might  have  been  given  by  answering  questions  not  per- 
mitted, because  thought  to  be  objectionable.  Luchou>  v.  Boett- 
ger,  62 

Justification.    See  Conspiracy. 

Landlord  and  Tenant.    See  Mills  and  Mn.i.DAifs,  8.    Pabtitioh,  3» 
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LARCENY. 
See  Matjcious  Prosecution. 

1.  Although  the  maker  of  a  negotiable  note  had  perhaps  a  right  to 

rescind,  for  failure  of  consideration,  an  entire  contract  as  part 
of  which  such  note  was  executed  and  delivered,  yet,  until  such 
rescission  at  least,  the  note  was  the  property  of  the  payee  and 
was  subject  of  larceny.    Farrell  v.  Phillips,  611 

2.  A  felonious  intent  to  deprive  the  possessor  of  the  thing  taken 

being  essential  for  larceny,  if  one  openly  takes  property  under 
the  honest  though  mistaken  belief  that  he  himself  has  title, 
the  act  ordinarily  will  not  be  larceny;  but  the  claim  of  title 
must  be  at  least  colorable  and  be  made  in  entire  good  faith. 
A  taking  by  artifice  or  fraud  or  accompanied  by  acts  of  con- 
cealment will  raise  a  strong  inference  of  felonious  intent.    Ihid. 

Law  of  thb  Case.    See  Appeal,  27. 

License.    See  Intoxjcatino  Liquors.    Municipal  Gobpobations,  7. 

Life  Insltiance.    See  Insurance,  3-10. 

Limitation  of  Actions. 
Limitations  applicable  to  particular  actions.    See  Cancellation  of 

Instruments,  1. 
Computation  of  period  of  limitation.     See  Mills  and  Milldams, 

7-9.    Street  Railways,  1. 
Operation  and  effect  of  bar.    See  Mills  and  Milldams,  3-9.    Nayt- 

gable  Waters,  3. 

Local  Laws.    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  2,  5-7. 
Maliob.    See  Conspiracy.    Malicious  Prosecution. 

MALICIOUS  PROSECUTION, 

Probable  cause.    See  Trial,  5. 

In  an  action  for  a  malicious  prosecution  of  plaintiff  for  larceny 
of  a  note,  under  the  evidence,  stated  in  the  opinion,  it  is  held 
that  defendant  had  probable  cause  for  the  prosecution.  Farrell 
V.  Phillips,  611 

MANDAMUS. 

Nature  and  grounds.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  13,  14. 
Subjects  and  purposes  of  relief.    See  Drains,  2. 

1.  Although  relator  may  have  a  clear  legal  right  to  have  an  act 

done,  mandamus  will  not  issue  to  compel  performance  by  an- 
other unless  it  is  the  clear  duty  of  the  latter  to  perform  at  the 
time  and  In  the  manner  demanded.  State  ex  rel.  Redenius  v. 
Waggenson,  265 

2.  Where  the  right  to  have  an  act  done  at  the  time  and  in  the  man- 

ner demanded  Is  dependent  on  some  other  act  having  been  done 
or  some  condition  existing,  the  petition  for  mandamus  roust 
show  that  such  preliminary  act  has  been  done  or  condition 
created.  Ibid. 

8.  Where  the  doing  of  an  official  act  requires  the  expenditure  of 
money,  performance  will  not  be  coerced  by  mandamus  in  ab- 
sence of  a  showing  that  money  therefor  Is  presently  available. 

lUd. 
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4.  Mandamus  will  not  lie  to  control  or  review  the  exercise  of  the 
discretion  of  any  court,  body,  or  officer  when  the  act  performed 
Is  Judicial  or  guo^t-judicial;  although  it  may  he  invoked  to  com* 
pel  the  exercise  of  such  discretion.  State  ex  reh  Wagner  v. 
Dahl,  301 

Maivdatobt  Statutes.    See  Statutes,  2. 

MASTER  AND  SERVANT. 

^    TTie  relation:  Creation  and  existence. 

1.  Where,  either  by  necessary  implication  or  by  the  terms  of  his 
contract  of  service,  a  railway  employee  is  required  to  travel  on 
the  trains  of  the  company  to  or  from  the  place  or  places  of  his 
active  duty,  he  is  deemed  to  be  in  the  service  of  his  employer 
while  so  traveling,  if  he  be  in  the  proper  place  upon  the  train. 
Kunza  v.  C,  d  N.  W.  R,  Co,  44a 

8.  If  such  an  employee  knew  or  ought  to  have  known  that  he  had 
no  right  to  ride  on  the  engine,  but  voluntarily  and  without  per- 
mission went  there  for*  his  own  purposes,  he  could  not  be  con- 
sidered as  an  employee  while  so  riding,  but  as  a  trespasser,  or 
at  most  a  licensee.  I1M. 

8.  Whether  in  this  case  the  plaintiff,  a  pumper  whose  duties  re- 
quired him  to  ride  back  and  forth  daily  on  trains  between  pump- 
ing stations,  and  who  was  injured  by  a  collision  while  riding 
on  the  engine,  was  Justified  in  believing  that  he  was  entitled  to 
ride  on  the  engine  if  he  chose  to  do  so,  is  held,  upon  the  evi- 
dence, to  have  been  a  question  for  the  Jury.  IIM. 

4.  If  in  such  case  plaintiff  believed  and  was  Justified  in  believing 
that  he  was  entitled  to  ride  on  the  engine  while  traveling  be- 
tween stations  as  his  duties  required,  he  was  while  so  riding  a 
servant  of  the  railway  company  and  "engaged  in  the  line  of  his 
duty  as  such."  within  the  meaning  of  subd.  2,  sec.  1816,  Stats. 
(Laws  of  1907,  ch.  254),  even  though  he  at  times  voluntarily- 
or  by  request  did  firing  for  the  engineer;  and  the  Jury  should 
then  determine  whether  he  was  guilty  of  contributory  negli-. 
gence  in  so  riding  instead  of  riding  in  the  caboose  as  he  might 
have  done  on  the  occasion  in  question,  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
negligence  was  slighter  or  greater  than  the  negligence  of  an- 
other employee  which  caused  the  collision.  Siebeckeb,  J.,  dis- 
sents in  part,  being  of  the  opinion  that,  upon  the  established 
facts,  as  matter  of  law  the  plaintiff  had  a  right  to  ride  on  the 
engine  and  was  not  guilty  of  negligence  in  so  doing.  Ibid, 

Borne:  Termination  and  discharge, 

6.  Under  proof  that  a  contract  of  employment  was  not  terminated 
because  plaintiff  failed  to  comply  with  any  of  its  conditions  or 
obligations,  nor  because  he  failed  to  conduct  the  business  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  it  is  no  defense  to  an  action  for  its  breach 
by  the  employer  that  the  contract  authorized  discharge  for  such 
failures.    Richey  v.  Union  Central  L,  Ins,  Co.  486 

Services  and  compensation:  Entirety  of  contracts, 

6.  If  a  contract  of  employment  is  for  a  term  and  Is  silent  as  to  the 
time  of  payment,  although  the  rate  of  compensation  Is  at  so 
much  a  day,  week,  or  month,  it  is  entire  and  indivisible  and 
full  performance  must  precede  a  right  of  recovery,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  circumstances  showing  that  the  contract  was  not  un- 
derstood by  the  parties  as  entire;  but  if  the  contract  contains 
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lan^agre  which  obligates  the  employer  to  make  partial  pay- 
ments of  compensation  it  is  divisible  and  action  may  be  main- 
tained on  instalments  as  they  become  due  before  performance 
is  completed.    Tilton  v.  J.  L.  Gates  L.  Co.  197 

Master's  liability  for  injuries  to  servant:  Tools,  machinery,  and  appli- 
ances: ** Simple  tools" 

7.  A  pick  or  hammer  used  by  locomotive  firemen  for  breaking  up 

coal  and  consisting  of  a  wooden  handle  about  three  feet  long 
inserted  in  an  iron  cross-head  having  a  hammer  face  on  one  end 
and  pick  point  on  the  other  is  a  simple  tool  which  the  master  Is 
not  bound  to  inspect  to  ascertain  the  development  of  defects  or 
disrepair  in  the  course  of  its  use.  Lehman  v.  O.,  Bt.  P.,  If.  d  O. 
R.  Co.  497 

8.  In  an  action  by  a  locomotive  fireman  whose  eye  was  injured  by  a 

piece  of  coal  flying  into  it  when  he  struck  a  large  lump  of  coal 
with  a  pick  or  hammer  which  was  defective  by  reason  of  its 
face  having  become  worn  and  rounded  by  use,  the  question 
whether,  in  seizing  the  hammer  and  striking  the  blow  without 
looking  at  it  at  all,  the  plaintifT  exercised  ordinary  care,  was  a 
question  of  fact  for  the  jury.  Ibid, 

9.  In  the  rule  that  a  servant  is  not  bound  to  inspect  machinery  and 

appliances  furnished  by  the  master,  but  may  rely  upon  the  mas- 
ter to  furnish  safe  tools  and  appliances,  the  word  "inspect"  re- 
fers to  a  somewhat  careful  or  critical  examination;  and  a  serv- 
ant may  be  negligent  in  using  a  tool  without  even  glancing  at 
it,  if,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ordinarily  prudent  and  careful  persona 
are  accustomed  to  look  at  such  tools  before  using  them  under 
similar  circumstances.  Ibid, 

10.  It  cannot  be  held  in  such  a  case  that  because  the  servant  did  not 
know  of  a  defect  in  the  tool  he  could  not  have  anticipated  that 
an  injury  might  result  therefrom  and  therefore  that  his  omis- 
sion to  look  at  it  did  not  proximately  contribute  to  an  injury  so 
resulting.  He  must  be  deemed  to  have  known  Uiat  which  he 
would  have  learned  had  he  exercised  ordinary  care.  Ibid, 

[11.  Whether  findings  in  a  special  verdict,  to  the  effect  that  a  simple 
tool  which  a  servant  was  using  when  injured  was  in  a  defective 
condition  and  that  such  defective  condition  was  the  proximate 
cause  of  his  injury,  were  sufficient  or  insufficient  to  convict  the 
master  of  negligence,  not  determined.]  Ibid. 

12.  If  in  such  a  case  the  special  verdict  was  insufficient  upon  the 

question  of  defendant's  negligence,  the  court,  having  rendered 
judgment  for  the  defendant,  will  be  deemed  to  have  determined 
upon  the  evidence  that  defendant  was  not  negligent.  Sec.  2858m, 
Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  346).  Ibid, 

13.  An  instruction  to  the  effect  that  if  the  tool  plaintifT  was  using  was 

defective,  and  if  by  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care  he  "could" 
have  examined  it  and  observed  its  condition  before  using  it,  he 
was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence,  was  not  erroneous  because 
the  word  "could"  was  used  rather  than  the  words  "ought  to." 

Ibid. 
Same:  Machinery.    See  Masteb  and  Sehvaitt,  29,  32. 

14.  To  show  that  there  was  no  negligence  in  failing  to  equip  with  a 

splitter  a  ripsaw  at  which  plaintiff  was  working  when  injured, 
a  witness  for  defendant  testified  that  it  was  impracticable  to 
equip  the  saw  with  a  splitter  attached  in  a  particular  \»ay.  On 
the  cross-examination  plaintiff  was  permitted  to  show  by  the 
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witness  that  after  the  accident  a  splitter  was  attached  to  the 
saw  in  another  way.  Held  proper,  it  not  being  necessary  to 
limit  the  cross-examinaJ;ion  to  the  exact  words  of  the  direct 
examination,  and  the  evidence  being  admitted  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  the  practicability  of  so  equipping  the  saw. 
Nelson  v.  A,  H,  Btange  Co.  657 

Same:  Unsafe  places  for  work.    See  Carriebs,  1,  2. 

15.  The  rule  requiring  the  master  to  furnish  his  servant  with  a  rea- 

sonably safe  working  place  calls  only  for  a  working  place  free 
from  all  dangers  which  a  person  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
master,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  ought  to  know  of,  and 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  the  servant,  in  the  exercise 
of  ordinary  care,  is  not  legally  chargeable  with  knowledge  of. 
Olenesky  v,  Kimberly  rf  Clark  Co.  52 

16.  In  an  action  for  death  of  an  employee  in  defendant's  factory  who 

fell  into  an  unguarded  opening  caused  by  the  raising  of  a  trap 
door  in  the  top  of  a  tank  of  hot  water,  it  is  held  upon  the  evi- 
dence to  have  been  a  question  for  the  jury  whether  such  open- 
ing could  have  been  guarded  by  barriers  or  other  safeguards 
without  unreasonably  interfering  with  the  work  which  was 
being  carried  on  and  which  could  not  be  performed  with  the 
door  closed.    Lind  v.  Uniform  8.  d  P.  Co.  183 

17.  Evidence  that  after  the  accident  defendant  placed  guards  around 

the  opening  was  not  competent  to  show  negligence  in  not  hav- 
ing it  guarded  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  but  when  offered 
merely  to  show  that  it  was  feasible  to  place  such  guards  was 
competent  and  was  properly  admitted  as  part  of  plaintilTs  case 
in  chief.  Und. 

18.  Failure  to  Instruct  the  jury  that  such  evidence  was  no  proof  of 

defendant's  negligence  was  not  error  In  the  absence  of  a  re- 
quest for  such  Instruction.  Ibid. 

19.  What  may  be  a  proper  and  sufficient  barrier  or  guard  with  ref- 

erence to  servants  having  no  duty  to  perform  about  dangerous 
machinery  is  not  necessarily  so  for  one  who,  in  oiling  such  ma- 
chinery, is  obliged  to  lean  over  the  barrier  and  bring  his  hands 
and  other  parts  of  his  body  in  close  proximity  to  rapidly  re- 
volving gearings.  Such  a  servant  is  entitled  to  have  those  gear- 
ings securely  guarded  or  fenced  for  his  safety,  if  practicable 
without  seriously  impairing  the  efficiency  and  use  of  the  ma- 
chinery.   Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel  Co.  457 

Bame:  Warning  and  instructing  servant. 

20.  A  master  is  not  required  to  instruct  a  servant  as  to  the  existence 

of  danger,  unless  it  is  reasonably  to  be  apprehended  that  the 
circumstances  requisite  to  set  that  danger  in  motion  may  prob- 
ably occur.    Glenesky  v.  Kimberly  d  Clark  Co,  52 

21.  Failure  of  the  master  to  instruct  a  servant  as  to  matters  which 

the  servant  must  have  known  in  consequence  of  his  employ- 
ment does  not  constitute  actionable  negligence.  Ibid. 

Same:  Risks  assumed  by  servant.    See  Cabriers,  1.    Master  and 
Servant,  25,  26,  31. 

22.  Employees  do  not  assume  the  risks  arising  from  negligent  failure 

of  the  employer  to  surround  vats  containing  hot  liquids  with 
proper  safeguards  as  required  by  sec  1636;',  Stats.  (1898).  Lind 
V.  Uniform  S.  d  P.  Co.  183 

23.  Sec.  1636ji,  Stats.  (Supp.  1906;  Laws  of  1905,  ch.  303),  providing 

that,  In  an  action  by  a  servant  for  personal  injuries  caused  by 
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negligent  omission  of  the  master  to  securely  gruard  dangerous 
machinery,  the  fact  that  the  servant  continued  in  the  employ- 
ment with  knowledge  of  such  omission  shall  not  operate  as  a 
defense,  has  eliminated  assumption  of  risk  from  the  defense  of 
contributory  negligence  in  such  cases.  Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel 
Co,  457 

24.  A  serrant  engaged  In  unusually  hazardous  building  and  repair- 

ing operations,  where  he  knows  that  conditions  are  constantly 
changing,  assumes  all  the  risks  ordinarily  present  in  such  dan- 
gerous operations.    McPheraon  v.  O.  N.  R,  Co,  473 

Bame:  Contributory  negligence  of  servant.    See  Master  and  Serv- 
ant, 4,  9,  10. 

25.  In  an  action  for  death  of  an  employee  caused  by  negligent  failure 

of  the  master  to  surround  vats  containing  hot  liquids  with 
proper  safeguards  as  required  by  sec.  1636/,  Stats.  (1898),  con- 
tributory negligence  of  the  deceased  other  than  assumption  of 
the  risk  may  be  shown  and  may  constitute  a  defense.  Lind  v. 
Uniform  S.  d  P.  Co,  183 

26.  Contributory  negligence  of  the  decedent  is  held  not  to  have  been 

conclusively  established  in  this  case,  there  being  evidence  from 
which  the  jury  might  infer  that  at  the  time  he  fell  into  an 
opening  in  the  top  of  a  vat  containing  hot  water  the  steam 
arising  therefrom  was  so  dense  that  he  became  confused  or 
partially  lost  his  way.  IMd. 

27.  Contributory  negligence  is  an  affirmative  defense  and  the  burden 

of  establishing  it  is  upon  the  defendant  whether  the  evidence 
to  establish  it  be  given  by  witnesses  for  plaintiff  or  for  defend- 
ant.    Achtenhagen  v,  Watertown,  18  Wis.  331,  distinguished. 

IMd. 

28.  In  an  action  for  death  involving  the  questibn  of  decedent's  con- 

tributory negligence,  evidence  that  he  had  been  intoxicated  on 
former  occasions  was  inadmissible.  IMd. 

29.  Upon  the  issue  of  contributory  negligence  of  a  servant  who  was 

injured  while  oiling  machinery,  evidence  as  to  how  other  serv- 
ants had  done  the  same  work  was  competent  to  show  that  he 
was  doing  it  in  the  usual  and  ordinary  way.  Monaghan  v.  N.  W. 
Fuel  Co.  457 

30.  A  servant  engaged  in  repairing  a  railroad  bridge,  who,  while 

working  under  the  track,  reached  up  and  placed  his  hand  on 
the  rail  without  looking  to  see  whether  a  push  car,  which  he 
knew  might  be  run  over  the  track  at  any  time,  was  in  use  or 
not,  was  guilty  of  negligence,  precluding  recovery  for  injuries 
to  his  hand  by  the  car.    McPherson  v.  G.  N.  R.  Co.  473 

31.  It  is  not  essential  to  the  existence  of  a  legal  causal  relation  be- 

tween a  servant's  negligence- and  an  injury  sustained  by  him 
that  he  should  have  anticipated  the  precise  injury  which  oc- 
curred. It  is  sufficient  if  the  negligent  act  was  one  from  which 
an  ordinarily  prudent  person  might  anticipate  some  injury  to 
himself.    Lehman  v.  C,  Bt.  P.,  M.  d  0.  R.  Co.  497 

Master'B  UaMlity  for  acts  of  servant.    See  Municipal  Corporations, 
26,  27. 

Instructions  to  jury, 

32.  The  jury  were  instructed  that  in  answering,  in  the  special  ver- 

dict, a  question  as  to  whether  the  machinery  in  which  plaintiff 
was  injured  was  so  located  as  to  be  dangerous  to  employees  in 
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the  discharge  of  their  duties,  they  should  consider  "among  other 
things"  the  location  of  the  machinery  with  reference  to  where 
it  became  reasonably  necessary  for  employees  to  be  situated  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  in  and  about  it,  and  its  situation 
and  surroundings  as  shown  by  the  evidence.  HeJd^  that  pre- 
sumably the  Jury  understood  that  the  "other  things"  were  lim- 
ited to  things  shown  by  the  evidence,  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  request  for  an  instruction,  to  that  efTect  there  was  no  preju- 
dicial error.   Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel  Co.  457 

Maxims. 
De  minimis  non  curat  lex,  408,  412. 
Falsus  in  uno,  falsus  in  omnibus,  106,  122,  123. 
Nemo  est  hseres  viventis,  575. 
Respondeat  superior,  315. 

Match.    See  Municipal  Cobpobationb,  8-14. 

Measube  of  Dajlaoes.    See  ATTAcmasNT,  1.    Damages,  6-10.    Hioh- 

WAYS,  17. 

Mental  Capacity.    See  Wills,  1. 

Milk.    See  Food.    Municipal  Corporations,  7. 

MILLS  AND  MILLDAMS. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  7-9.    Corporations,  2-4.    EjMinent  Do- 
main, 2.    Navigable  Waters,  1,  3. 

L  The  words  "any  milldam"  in  subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898), — 
first  enacted  as  ch.  184,  Laws  of  1862,— do  not  relate  merely  to 
dams  across  nonnavigable  streams  authorized  by  ch.  146,  Stats. 
1898  (ch.  56,  R.  S.  1858),  but  include  a  dam  built  across  a  navi- 
gable stream  for  the  purpose  of  creating  water  power  to  op- 
erate mills.    Green  Bay  d  M.  O.  Co,  v,  Telulah  P.  Co.  417 

2.  A  dam  erected  to  create  power  to  operate  mills,  which  power  is 
used  exclusively  for  that  purpose,  is  a  milldam  within  the  mean- 
ing of  subd.  3,  sec  4221,  Stats.  (1898),  although  the  corporation 
erecting  it  has  no  power  itself  to  operate  mills,  but  merely 
leases  or  sells  the  power  to  mill  owners  while  retaining  title 
to  the  dam  itself.  Ibid. 

8.  Subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898),  has  the  effect  to  confer  title  at 
the  expiration  of  the  ten  years  within  which  an  action  for  dam- 
ages for  the  flowing  of  lands  by  a  milldam  must  be  commenced, 
and  bars,  therefore,  an  equitable  action  to  restrain  the  main- 
tenance of  the  dam  as  well  as  an  action  for  damages.        Ibid. 

4.  The  raising,  by  a  milldam,  of  the  water  wholly  within  the  banks 
of  a  river,  thereby  lowering  the  available  head  of  the  water  at 
an  upper  dam  and  covering  with  a  greater  depth  of  water  the 
bed  of  the  river  at  and  below  the  upper  dam,  is  a  flowing  of  the 
lands  of  the  owner  of  such  upper  dam  and  river  bed,  within  the 
meaning  of  subd.  3,  sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898).  Ibid. 

6.  A  finding  by  the  court  that  for  a  period  of  more  than  ten  years 
the  setting  back  of  the  water  upon  plalntifT's  land  by  defend- 
ants' milldam  had  been  "uninterrupted,  continuous,  open,  no- 
torious, and  adverse,  and  so  as  to  maintain  on  plaintifTs  land 
the  same  water  level  in  the  same  stages  of  water,"  covered  all 
the  elements  necessary  to  render  operative  the  bar  of  suVd.  3. 
sec.  4221,  Stats.  (1898).  Ibid 
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6.  The  word  "adverse"  In  such  a  finding,  while  It  emhodlea  a  con- 

clusion of  law,  is  also  a  comprehensive  statement  of  an  ultimate 
conclusion  of  fact  embracing  all  the  elements  necessary  to  mak» 
possession  adverse.  Ihid, 

7.  Proof  that  a  milldam  was  completed  in  a  certain  year,  without 

fixing  the  exact  date,  does  not  show  that  an  adverse  flowage  of 
land  thereby  began  before  the  last  day  of  that  year.  Ihid, 

8.  The  fact  that  for  a  part  of  the  ten  years  during  which,  as  de- 

fendants claimed,  the  lands  of  plaintifT,  the  owner  of  an  upper 
dam,  had  been  flowed  by  means  of  a  lower  dam,  the  general 
manager  of  one  of  the  defendants  acted  as  principal  manager 
of  the  lower  dam  and  was  also  general  manager  of  a  corpora- 
tion which  had  leased  from  the  plaintiff  certain  amounts  of 
water  power  from  the  upper  dam  and  certain  lots  below  that 
dam,  did  not  prevent  the  flowage  from  being  adverse  to  plaint- 
ifT  during  the  whole  of  said  ten-year  period,  in  the  absence  of 
a  showing  that  the  property  so  leased  from  plaintifT  was  in  any 
way  interfered  with  or  encroached  upon  by  the  setting  back  of 
the  water  from  the  lower  dam.  The  doctrine  that  a  tenant 
cannot  deny  his  landlord's  title  or  acquire  a  hostile  title  while 
the  tenancy  continues  has  no  application  to  such  a  case.    Ibid. 

9.  The  fact  that  a  dam  across  a  navigable  river  is  an  unlawful 

structure  because  it  obstructs  the  river  without  legislative  au- 
thority, does  not  prevent  the  acquirement  by  prescription  of 
the  right  to  maintain  such  dam  as  against  individual  owners 
of  lands  above  the  dam.  Jl>id, 

MoBTGAOES.    See  Pleadino,  4. 

MuiiTiPLiciTT  OF  Actions.    See  Iirjuwonow,  1. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS. 

Oenercl  charter.    See  Scuools  and  Sohool  Distbiots,  1,  2. 

Creation:  Territorial  extent:  yiJJages. 

1.  The  legislature,  having  the  power  to  create  villages,  necessarily 

has  a  large  discretion  in  the  matter  of  determining  what  their 
boundaries  shall  be;  and  the  courts  will  interfere  with  legisla- 
tive action  in  that  matter  only  when  the  discretion  has  been 
abused  and  there  has  been  a  violation  of  sec.  3,  art  XI,  Const, 
or  of  sec.  23,  art.  IV.    Fenton  v,  Ryan,  363 

2.  Restrictions  upon  the  size  and  with  respect  to  density  of  popula- 

tion of  territory  which  may  be  included  in  an  incorporated  vil- 
lage must  be  implied  from  the  name  of  the  corporation  and  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  incorporated.  Ibid. 

3.  It  may  well  be  that  it  is  competent  for  the  legislature  to  say,  as 

in  sec.  854,  Stats.  (1S98),  that  the  area  of  a  village  to  be  in- 
corporated shall  not  be  less  than  one  half  a  square  mile,  on  the 
ground  that  territory  to  that  extent  is  reasonably  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  for  which  villages  are  incorporated. 

Ihid. 

4.  The  inclusion  in  a  new  village  of  territory,  in  excess  of  one  half 

a  square  mile,  consisting  of  sparsely  settled  rural  or  agricul- 
tural lands  not  having  the  distinctive  characteristics  of  a  vil- 
lage or  any  natural  connection  therewith,  and  not  reasonably 
appurtenant  and  necessary  for  the  future  growth  of  the  village, 
would  be  an  invasion  of  the  uniformity  in  town  and  county  gov- 
ernment required  by  sec.  23,  art  IV,  Const  IMd. 
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6.  Whether,  1b  a  given  case,  the  territory  in  excess  of  one  half  a 
square  mile  which  it  is  proposed  to  include  in  a  new  village  is 
such  that  it  may  properly  be  included  therein,  is  a  question  for 
the  courts.  A  dictum  to  the  contrary  in  In  re  North  Milwaukee, 
93  Wis.  616,  held  obiter.  Ibid. 

6.  A  holding  by  the  circuit  court  in  this  case  that  a  water  area  of 

seventy-five  acres  embraced  within  the  boundaries  of  a  pro- 
posed village  should  be  included  as  part  of  the  one-half  square 
mile  provided  for  by  sec.  854,  Stats.  (1898),  was  not  erroneous; 
nor  was  it  tantamount  to  a  holding  that  no  village  could  be 
incorporated  which  bordered  on  a  large  body  of  water,  since 
the  petitioners  need  not  include  water  areas  in  their  proposed 
boundaries,  nor  is  there  any  statutory  limitation  of  the  area  of 
the  village  other  than  that  it  shall  not. include  the  entire  town 
or  towns.  Ibid, 

Qovemiaentai  powers  and  functions.    See  States. 

Legislative  control.    See  Schools  aitd  School  Districts,  1,  2. 

Proceedings  of  common  coundL     See  Schools  and  School  Dis- 

TBIOTS,  2. 

Same:  Ordinances:  Police  regulations:  PuJMc  hCiOth, 

7.  Under  charter  authority  to  tax,  regulate,  and  restrain  rendors 

of  milk  and  to  regulate  and  restrain  the  sale  of  milk,  a  com- 
mon council  has  power  to  pass  an  ordinance  vesting  the  power 
of  issuing  and  revoking  licenses  In  the  city  health  officers,  with 
the  right  to  exercise  the  power  of  revocation  summarily  and 
even  without  notice.  Language  tn  State  ex  rel,  Sepic  v.  Milr 
waukee,  129  Wis.  562,  that  the  words  "regulate"  and  "restrain" 
do  not  in  any  sense  mean  "revoke,"  considered  and  overruled. 
State  ex  rel,  Nowotn^^  v,  Mihoaukee,  38 

Officers:  Mayor:  Powers:  Appointment,  suspension,  and  removal  of 
subordinates. 

8.  A  city  charter  declaring  that  the  mayor  i^all  be  "the  chief  execu- 

tive officer  and  the  head  of  the  fire  department  and  of  the  police 
in  said  city"  and  that  he  shall  "take  care  that  the  laws  of  the 
state  and  the  ordinances  of  the  city  are  duly  observed  and  en- 
forced," confers  upon  the  mayor  all  of  the  power  of  a  chief 
executive,  except  as  elsewhere  limited,  with  the  necessary  right 
of  discretion  and  Judgment,  and  does  not  make  him  a  mere  ad- 
ministrative officer.    State  ex  rel.  Davem  v.  Rose,  360 

9.  The  executive  power  conferred  upon  the  mayor  by  such  a  charter 

includes  the  power  to  appoint  and  remove  subordinate  executive 
officers  at  discretion,  except  as  qualified  by  other  charter  pro- 
visions. Ibid. 

10.  Where  a  statute  (ch.  378,  Laws  of  1885)  amending  a  city  charter 

vested  the  power  of  appointment  and  removal  of  the  chiefs  of 
the  fire  and  police  departments  in  a  board  of  commissioners, 
but  provided  that  either  of  said  officers  should  be  subject  to  sus- 
pension from  office  for  cause  by  the  mayor  at  any  time,  and 
that  the  mayor  should  at  once  communicate  to  said  board  the 
charge  or  charges  against  ati  officer  so  suspended,  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  board  thereon,  the  suspension  might  be  made  for 
any  cause  which,  in  the  honest  judgment  of  the  mayor,  might 
reasonably  render  it  advisable  for  the  public  good.  Ibid. 

11.  The  power  and  the  duty  of  the  mayor  as  to  suspension  of  officers 

under  such  a  statute  is  discretionary  in  a  very  high  degree.    He 
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may  weig^h  all  considerations  In  determining  whether  he  should 
exercise  the  power;  and  his  decision  not  to  exercise  it,  even 
where  there  has  been  gross  dereliction  on  the  part  of  the  sub- 
ordinate ofQcer,  is  not  subject  to  review  or  direction  by  the 
courts,  unless  there  has  been  an  entire  refusal  to  consider  and 
exercise  discretion.  Ihid, 

12.  The  mayor  in  such  a  case  need  not  declare  the  reasons  for  his 

decision  or  his  action  in  deciding  against  suspension,  it  being 
enough  for  him  to  declare  that  he  deems  the  public  welfare  pro- 
moted by  action  or  inaction,  and  even  that  declaration  need 
only  be  by  the  act  JMd. 

13.  The  courts  in  such  a  case  must  indulge  in  every  prima  facie  pre- 

sumption in  favor  of  the  good  faith  of  the  executive  officer  in 
his  discharge  of  his  duties,  and  only  when  it  is  established  by 
the  clearest  possible  evidence  that  he  has  wholly  refused  to 
exert  his  Jurisdiction  or  to  exercise  any  discretion  whatever 
can  the  courts  properly  interfere  by  mandamua.  Ibid. 

14.  Where,  upon  charges  being  filed  against  a  subordinate  officer, 

the  mayor  entered  into  an  investigation,  taking  various  means 
to  inform  himself  of  the  facts  and  of  the  situation,  and  declared 
his  conclusion  that  the  charges  did  not  warrant  suspension, 
there  was  an  exercise  of  the  discretion  vested  In  him,  and  man- 
damus will  not  lie.  Ihid. 

Same:  Suretyship  on  bonds,  etc. 

15.  In  a  city  charter  providing  that  "no  city  officer  shall  be  accepted 

as  surety  upon  any  bond,  contract  or  other  obligation  made  by 
the  city,"  the  courts  cannot  substitute  the  word  "to"  in  place 
of  the  word  "by,"  the  provision  as  enacted  not  being  absurd. 
Ashland  v.  Maciejetcski,  642 

[16.  Whether  the  words  •'bond,  contract  or  other  obligation"  could  be 
construed  as  applying  to  a  recognizance  given  on  appeal  from  a 
municipal  court,  not  determined.]  Ibid. 

Improvements:  Streets  and  sidewalks:  Establishing  grade  lines. 

17.  A  village  ordinance  permanently  establishing  the  grades  of  streets 

at  the  centers  and  at  the  parkings  at  the  curb  lines,  and  pro- 
viding that  "said  parking  shall  rise  from  such  curb  line  to  the 
lot  line  at  a  uniform  grade  of  not  less  than  one  fourth  of  one 
inch  to  each  foot,"  fixes  the  grades  for  the  sidewalks,  supersed- 
ing grades  theretofore  prescribed.    Blanke  v.  Genoa  Junction, 

211 

18.  Where,  with  full  knowledge  of  a  change  in  the  grade  prescribed 

for  a  sidewalk  and  in  defiance  of  a  written  notice  and  order 
from  the  village  board,  a  lotowner  constructs  a  walk  in  accord- 
ance with  the  former  grade,  the  village  officials  have  the  right 
to  order  the  removal  of  such  walk  and,  in  case  of  disobedience, 
to  proceed  to  its  demolition.  Ibid. 

Same:  Service  pipes  to  curb  line. 

19.  The  word  "may"  in  sec.  925—223,  Stats.   (1898),  providing  that 

whenever  the  city  council  shall  order  the  paving  or  repaying 
of  a  street  in  which  gas  or  water  mains,  or  sewers,  or  either 
of  them,  have  previously  been  laid,  they  may  require  service 
pipes  and  house  drains  to  be  first  laid  to  the  curb  line,  and  that 
no  street  shall  be  paved  or  repaved  by  order  of  the  council  un- 
less the  water  and  gas  mains  and  service  pipes  and  necessary 
sewers  and  their  connections  shall,  as  required  by  the  council. 
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be  first  laid  and  constructed, — is  used  in  its  ordinary  and  nat- 
ural meaning  and  is  not  mandatory.  Gleason  v.  Waukesha  Co. 
103  Wis.  225,  in  so  far  as  it  indicates  that  a  city  cannot  pave 
without  first  requiring  such  connections  to  be  made,  overruled. 
Barber  A.  P,  Co.  v.  Oahkosh,  68 

Same:  Restraining  corporate  action. 

20.  In  an  action  to  restrain  a  village  from  making  certain  street  im- 

provements pursuant  to  petition,  it  will  be  presumed  on  demur- 
rer to  the  complaint,  in  the  absence  of  allegations  to  the  con- 
trary, that  the  village  authorities  are  proceeding  according  to 
law.    Bekkedahl  v.  Westhy,  230 

21.  The  general  power  in  respect  to  streets  and  sidewalks  conferred 

upon  the  village  board  by  subd.  11,  sec.  893,  Stats.  (1898),  in- 
cludes the  power  to  determine  the  width  of  the  traveled  track 
in  a  street.  Ibid. 

22.  Allegations  in  a  complaint  that  a  village  board  intends  and 

threatens  to  compel  plaintiff  to  build  a  sidewalk  outside  of  the 
street  and  upon  his  residence  lot,  and  that  in  order  to  do  bo 
he  will  be  deprived  of  his  land  without  due  process  of  law  and 
without  compensation,  do  not  show  a  right  to  an  injunction 
where  it  is  evident  from  the  facts  pleaded  that  defendants  do 
not  intend  to  compel  plaintifT  to  build  a  walk  by  force  or  other- 
wise than  by  legal  procedure  regularly  instituted  and  carried  on. 

Ibid. 

Same:  Invalidity  of  contracts:  Ratification:  Recovery  by  contractor, 

2Z.  Ch.  677,  Laws  of  1907,  purporting  to  validate  certain  classes  of 
paving  contracts  theretofore  made  by  "any  municipal  corpora- 
tion of  the  first  class,"  relates  to  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  which 
is  the  only  city  then  or  ever  theretofore  in  the  first  cHlss  of 
cities  by  legislative  classification  according  to  population,  and 
relates  wholly  to  past  conditions.  It  is  therefore  a  special  law 
amending  the  charter  of  that  city  and  within  the  condemnation 
of  sees.  31,  32,  art.  IV,  Const.    Cawker  v.  Central  B.  P.  Co.      25 

ti.  Where  a  municipal  paving  contract  is  invalid  for  failure  to  com- 
ply with  charter  requirements,  the  city  cannot  thereafter  vali- 
date it  by  ratification  without  compliance  with  such  charter 
provisions.  Ibid. 

25.  Where  a  street-paving  contract  Is  void  for  failure  to  comply  with 

charter  provisions,  the  contractor  cannot  go  on  and  complete 
it  and  recover  upon  quantum  meruit.  Ibid^ 

Police  potoer.    See  Telegraphs  and  Telephones,  1,  t. 

Waterworks:  Liability  for  negligent  operation. 

26.  In  selling  and  distributing  water  to  its  citizens  by  means  of  a 

system  of  waterworks  a  city  is  acting  not  In  its  governmental 
but  in  its  private  or  proprietary  capacity,  and  Is  liable  in  dam- 
ages for  negligence  of  its  agents  and  servants  in  the  conduct  of 
such  business.    Piper  v.  Madison,  311 

27.  The  fact  that  the  city  may  also  use  the  waterworks  for  protection 

against  fire  does  not  relieve  it  from  liability  for  negligent  acts 
of  its  servants  or  agents  in  the  conduct  of  the  business,  except 
for  such  acts  as  are  performed  by  them  in  the  actual  work  inci- 
dent to  extinguishing  fires.  Ibid. 

Municipal  Coltits.    See  Constitutionax  Law,  3,  4.    Ck>uiKTS,  8,  9. 

Murder.    See  Criminal  Law,  3.    HoiaciDB. 
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NAVIGABLE  WATERS. 

Jtights  of  puWc.  See  Constitutional  Law,  7-9.  Cobpobations,  2. 
Drains,  1.    Eminent  Domain,  2.    Mills  and  Milldams. 

1.  Evidence,  stated  in  the  opinion,  held  sufficient  to  sustain  the  find- 

ing of  the  trial  court  that  a  pond,  created  in  a  nonnavlgable 
creek  by  the  flowage  from  a  dam  across  such  creek.  Is  in  fact 
navigable.    Johnson  v.  Eimerman,  327 

2.  The  rights  of  the  public  in  a  small  body  of  water,  navigable  in 

fact  and  constituting  a  public  highway,  are  as  much  entitled  to 
protection  as  they  would  be  in  a  more  pretentious  watercourse. 

Ihid, 

3.  An  artificial  condition  of  navigability  of  a  pond  originally  created 

by  a  dam,  becomes,  by  continuance  for  twenty  years,  a  natural 
condition.  Iliid. 

NEGLIGENCE. 

Acts  and  omissions  constituting  negligence.  See  Banks  and  Bank- 
ing, 1,  2.  Cabriebs.  Damages,  4,  6,  11-15.  Evidence,  10-12. 
Highways,  10-18.  Master  and  Servant,  7-32.  Municipal 
CoBPORATiONS,  26,  27.  Railroads,  26-37.  Stbeet  Railways, 
3,  4.    Telegbaphs  and  Telephones,  3.    Tbial,  4,  7. 

Froximate  cause.  See  Cabbiers,  7.  Highways,  12.  Master  and 
Servant,  10,  11,  26-28. 

1.  It  is  not  error  to  give  to  the  jury  vertatim  the  definition  of  proxi- 

mate cause  found  in  Deisenrieter  v,  Kraus-Merkel  M.  Co,  97  Wis. 
288,  approved  in  FehlscJineider  v.  C,  M.  d  8t.  P.  R.  Co.  122  Wis. 
431.    Monag?ian  v.  N,  W.  Fuel  Co,  457 

2.  An  instruction  giving  correctly  the  definition  of  proximate  cause 

in  the  abstract  was  not  erroneous  because  not  phrased  to  fit  the 
particular  facts  of  the  case,  where  no  different  or  further  in- 
struction was  requested.    Stumm  v,  W,  U,  Tel.  Co.  528 

Contributory  negligence.  See  Appeal,  16.  Carriers,  6-8.  High- 
ways, 12.  Master  and  Servant,  4,  9, 10,  22-31.  Railroads,  28. 
Street  Railways,  3,  4. 

8.  The  question  of  contributory  negligence  is  or  may  be  a  mixed 
question  of  law  and  fact,  but  when  facts  are  found  in  a  special 
verdict  showing  contributory  negligence  without  room  for  con- 
flicting inferences,  the  conclusion  of  law  necessarily  follows,  and 
the  court  may  properly  change  the  answer  to  another  question 
whereby  the  jury  finds  that  there  was  no  contributory  negli- 
gence.   Vetter  v.  Southern  Wis.  R.  Co.  296 

Comparative  negligence.    See  Master  and  Servant,  4. 

NEW  TRIAL. 
See  Crihinal  Law,  25,  26. 

1.  Although  a  written  opinion  of  the  trial  judge  indicates  his  rea- 

sons for  granting  a  motion  to  set  aside  a  verdict,  yet  the  sub- 
sequent order  setting  it  aside  upon  grounds  expressly  stated 
therein  is  the  authentic  and  ofllcial  evidence  as  to  such  grounds. 
Nelson  v.  A.  H.  Stange  Co.  657 

2.  Where  defendant  appealed  from  an  order  granting  to  plaintiff  a 

second  new  trial,  but  not  from  the  order  granting  the  first,  af- 
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firmance  of  the  order  appealed  from  conclusively  adjudicated 
that  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  a  new  trial  and  that  a  new  trial 
must  follow  that  order;  hence  the  verdict  on  the  first  trial  could 
not  thereafter  be  reinstated  and  judgment  entered  thereon.    Ibid. 

[3.  The  order  setting  aside  the  verdict  on  the  first  trial  having  been 
made  on  the  ground  that  a  material  issue  of  fact  had  not  been 
submitted  to  the  jury  and  because  the  trial  judge  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  conduct  of  the  trial  and  the  instructions  to  the 
jury  as  a  whole, — whether  another  judge,  before  whom  the  cause 
was  brought  by  change  of  venue,  could,  had  there  been  no  ad- 
judication on  appeal,  set  aside  such  order  of  his  predecessor, 
not  determined.]  Ibid. 

Nkxt  of  Kin.    See  Iksanb  Pxrsons. 

Nominal  Damages.    See  Damaoss,  8. 

Notice. 
Of  claim.    See  Railroads,  35. 
Of  injury.    See  Highways,  13,  14. 
Of  tax  sale.    See  Tax  Titxes,  1-6. 

Obstbuctions.  See  Hiohways,  10-12.  Telxoraphs  ahd  Telephonso^ 
1.  2. 

Offeb.    See  SuBscaiprioNB. 

OFFICEJRS. 
Appointment  and  removal.    See  Coubts,  3>7.    Munigipai.  Cobfora- 

TIONS,  8-14. 

1«  Where  no  definite  term  of  office  is  fixed  by  law,  the  power  to  re- 
move an  incumbent  is  incident  to  the  power  to  appoint,  in  the 
absence  of  some  constitutional  or  statutory  provision  to  the  con- 
trary.   State  ex  rel  Wagner  v.  Dahh  301 

2.  An  ofllce  is  not  regarded  as  property,  nor  is  the  right  to  hold 
office  a  vested  one.  Ibid. 

8.  The  power  of  amotion  from  office  is  not  a  judicial  but  an  admin- 
istrative power,  though  it  be  exercised  in  a  judicial  manner. 

Ibid. 

4.  Under  sec  22,  ch.  363,  Laws  of  1905,  where  an  appointing  offi- 

cer in  removing  an  employee  acted  within  his  jurisdiction, 
i.  e.  when  the  cause  assigned  is  a  "just  cause"  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  statute,  and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  he  acted 
arbitrarily  or  in  bad  faith,  the  courts  will  not  review  his  de- 
cision as  to  the  fact  of  the  existence  of  Buch  cause.  Ibid. 

Discretion:  Interference  by  courts. 

5.  Courts  have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 

tion vested  in  executive  officers,  state  or  municipal.  Btate  ex 
rel.  Davern  v.  Rose,  360 

6.  No  wrong,  in  the  legal  sense,  results  when  one  receives  all  that 

the  law  accords  him;  and  when  the  only  right  of  an  individual 
or  of  the  public  which  the  law  gives  is  that  which  a  designated 
officer  deems  best,  the  honest  decision  of  that  officer  is  the  meas- 
ure of  the  right.  Ibid. 

T.  Where  an  absolute  dutiV,  involving  nothing  of  judgment  or  dis- 
cretion, has  been  imposed  upon  an  administrative  or  executive 
officer,  performance  thereof  may  be  enforced  in  a  proper  case 
by  the  courts,  if  no  other  adequate  method  is  provided.     Ibid. 
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Otedience  to  lav>:  Presumption, 

8.  The  presumption  is  that  public  officers  will  obey  the  laws  and  not 
wantonly  or  criminally  violate  them.  Btate  ex  rel.  Wagner  v, 
Dahh  301 

Compensation.    See  Coukts,  7. 

Rights  and  powers.     See  Health.     Highways,  10-12.     Municipai. 

CJoRrORATIONS,  8-16. 

Opinion  Evidence.    See  Evidence,  8-12.    Highways,  14. 

Ordinances.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  1,  7,  17. 

Parent  and  Chiij).    See  Contracts,  1,  2.    Descent  and  Distbibt^ 
TiON.    Domicile.    Husband  and  Wife,  3.    Indians. 

PARTIES. 

Real  party  in  interest.    See  Railroads,  37. 

Proper  parties.    See  Husband  and  Wife,  1. 

"Necessary  parties.    See  Ejectment,  6,  7.    Partition,  2. 

Vew  parties. 

Where  in  an  action  of  replevin  it  appeared  from  the  pleadings  and 
from  the  verdict  on  an  issue  in  abatement  that  a  third  person 
was  jointly  interested  with  plaintiff  in  a  written  contract  under 
which  the  property  in  question  was  claimed  by  defendant  to 
have  been  delivered  to  him  in  part  payment  for  land,  the  court 
should  not  have  ordered  the  action  abated,  but  under  sec.  2610, 
Stats.  (1898),  should  have  stayed  the  proceedings  and  ordered 
such  third  person  brought  in  as  a  necessary  party  plaintifT. 
Bwer^on  v.  Wells,  •  316 

partition. 

1.  A  tenant  in  common  of  land  leased  to  others  may  maintain  an 

action  for  partition  under  sec.  3101,  Stats.  (1898),  the  lessees' 
possession  being  that  of  the  owners;  and  if  one  or  more  of  the 
lessees  purchase  the  interest  of  one  of  such  owners  they  succeed 
to  his  rights  and  may  have  partition.    Peterman  v.  Kingsley, 

660 

2.  Lessees  of  land  are  not  necessary  parties  to  an  action  for  parti- 

tion between  the  lessors,  their  rights  not  being  affected.  If  the 
land  is  to  be  sold  in  such  action  it  must  be  sold  subject  to  the 
leases.  Ihid, 

Patment.    See  Bankruptcy.    Insurance,  4.    Tax  Titles,  6. 

PENSIONS. 

1.  Under  sec.  4747,  R.  S.  of  U.  S.,  as  construed  by  the  federal  sn- 

preme  court,  pension  money  is  only  exempt  from  claims  of  a 
pensioner's  creditor  while  it  is  "due,  or  to  become  due,  to  any 
pensioner."    Joyce  v.  Russell^  583 

2.  By  such  construction  the  words  of  the  statute,  "shall  inure  wholly 

to  the  benefit  of  such  pensioner,"  relate  to  the  words  "due,  or  to 
become  due,"  and  have  no  force  aftier  the  public  obligation  has 
been  discharged  by  delivery  of  the  money  to  the  pensioner  or 
his  agent.  Ihid. 

3.  Whether  Folschoto  v.  Werner,  51  Wis.  85,  holding  to  the  contrary 

of  the  federal  construction*  should  be  adhered  to,  this  court 

Vol.  140—46 
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may  properly  decline  to  state,  further  than  Is  necessary  to  facta 
as  presented,  requiring  a  decision.  l}iiA>. 

4.  Notwithstanding  FolBchow  v.  Werner,  pension  money,  under  the 
federal  statute,  is  not  exempt  from  claims  of  creditors  of  the 
pensioner  after  the  money  has  been  paid  to  him  and  converted 
into  other  property.  IIHd, 

Personal  Injuries.  See  Carriers.  Damages,  11-15.  E^vIDENCB, 
10-12.  Highways,  10-12.  Master  and  Servant,  7-32.  Railt 
ROADS,  26-31,  35-37.    Street  Railways,  3,  i.    Trial,  4,  7. 

Physicians  and  Surgeons.    See  Evidence,  9. 

PLEADING. 

Form  and  allegations  in  generaX, 

1.  A  relation  of  mere  evidentiary  circumstances  may  properly  be 

stricken  from  a  complaint.    Koenig  v.  Koenig,  618 

Same:  On  information  and  "belief.    See  Pleading,  4. 

Complaint.  See  Appeal,  20.  Contracts,  17.  Corporations,  6,  T. 
Injunction,  2.    Municipal  Corporations,  22.    Pleading,  1. 

Same:  Election  between  causes  of  action. 

2.  It  was  not  prejudicial  error  to  refuse  to  compel  plalntifT  to  elect 

on  which  of  two  causes  of  action  he  would  proceed,  where  the 
second  was  pleaded  for  the  sole  purpose  of  claiming  a  recovery 
for  labor  and  services  in  case  the  contract  of  employment  al- 
leged in  the  first  was  found  not  to  have  been  made,  and  plaintiff 
at  the  close  of  his  affirmative  case  discontinued  as  to  the  second 
cause  of  action  an^  apprised  defendant  that  he  stood  on  the 
contract  and  its  alleged  breach.  Richey  v.  Union  Central  L. 
Ins.  Co.  486 

Same:  Joinder  of  causes  of  action. 

3.  The  mere  fact  that  unnecessary  or  even  improper  relief  is  prayed 

for  does  not  show  that  more  than  one  cause  of  action  is  stated. 
Seering  v.  Black,  413 

Answer.    See  Ejectment,  3-8.    Master  and  Servant,  5. 

Same:  Frivolousness. 

4.  In  a  foreclosure  action  the  complaint  alleged  that  a  note  and 

mortgage  were  executed  by  defendants  to  plaintiflCs  and  that 
plaintiffs  are  now  the  lawful  owners  and  holders  thereof.  The 
answer  admitted  such  execution  but  cdleged  that  defendants 
"have  not  sufficient  information  or  knowledge  to  enable  them  to 
form  a  belief  as  to  whether  or  not  plaintiffs  are  the  lawful  own- 
ers and  holders  of  the  note  and  mortgage,  and  therefore  deny 
the  same."  No  fact  was  stated  in  the  pleadings  tending  to  show 
that  there  had  been  any  transfer  or  change  In  the  ownership 
of  the  note  and  mortgage.  Held,  that  the  answer  was  properly 
stricken  out  as  evasive  and  frivolous.    Mathews  v.  Pufall,    6S5 

Counterclaims.    See  Contracts,  13.    EjJectment,  4. 

6.  The  objection  that  certain  counterclaims  could  not  properly  be 
pleaded  in  the  action  was  waived  by  failure  to  demur  or  reply 
to  them.    Stark  v.  Duhring,  521 

Cross-complaint. 

6.  Where  a  taxpayer  has  brought  an  action  against  a  city  and  a 
paving  contractor  to  enjoin  the  collection  of  the  contract  price. 
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an  afflrmative  claim  set  up  by  the  contractor  by  cross-complaint 
against  the  city  for  a  recovery  on  implied  assumpsit,  if  sus- 
tained, defeats  the  taxpayer's  action,  and  hence  he  may  chal- 
lenge the  legal  sufficiency  of  the  cross^complaint  on  demurrer. 
Cawker  v.  Central  B,  P.  Co.  25 

Demurrer.  See  Aiteal,  20.  Municipai.  Ck>npoRATiONS,  20.  Plead- 
ing, 5,  6. 

Variance. 

7.  A  defendant  who  neither  demands  a  bill  of  particulars  nor  mores 
to  make  the  complaint  more  definite  and  certain  cannot,  by  ob- 
jection at  the  trial,  exclude  evidence  which  is  comprehended 
within  the  broad  generalities  of  the  complaint  Dralle  v.  Reedi- 
hurg,  319 

Duplicity.    See  Sales,  2. 

PLEDGES  AND  COLLATERAL  SECURITY. 

A  complaint  alleges  that  plaintlft  agreed  to  transfer  a  note  and 
mortgage  to  a  bank  as  collateral  security  for  loans,  that  de- 
fendant, the  cashier  of  the  bank,  by  fraudulent  statements  that 
it  was  an  assignment  as  collateral  security  only,  obtained  from 
plaintiff  an  assignment  in  fo^pm  absolutely  transferring  the  note 
and  mortgage  to  defendant,  and  that  defendant  refuses  upon 
demand  to  surrender  such  securities;  and  in  effect  admits  that 
the  loans  have  not  been  repaid.  Held,  that  no  actionable  fraud 
against  plaintiff  is  shown,  but  simply  that  his  note  and  mort- 
gage are  held  by  the  defendant  for  the  bank  as  collateral  se- 
curity; and  until  the  loans  are  repaid  defendant  is  entitled  so 
to  hold  them.    Doherty  i7.  Wing,  227 

Police  Power.  See  Health.  Railboads,  5,  19,  24.  Teleobaphs 
and  Telephones,  1,  2. 

Possession.  See  Cancellation  of  Insthuments,  1.  Do  web,  6.  Eject- 
ment.   Mills  and  Milldams,  2-8.    Replevin. 

Preferences.    See  Bankbuptct. 

Pbeliminaby  Examination.  See  Criminal  Law,  1-3.  Habeas  Cor- 
pus. 

Prescription.    See  HionwAYB,  9.    Mills  and  Milldams,  9. 

Presumptions.  See  AppeaI,  11, 15.  Criminal  Law,  9. 18, 21.  Death. 
Domicile.  Evidence,  1,  2.  Hiqhwats,  6,  7.  Insurance,  3,  10. 
Judgment.  Municipal  Corporations,  13,  20.  Officers,  8. 
Schools  and  School  Districts,  4.    Trial,  4. 

principal  and  agent. 

The  relation:  Rights  and  duties  of  agent.  See  Deeds,  1.  Evidence, 
3-5.    Insurance,  4-10.    Railroads,  86,  37.    Sales,  6. 

Rights  and  liahilitiea  to  third  persona:  Undisclosed  limitation  on  pow- 
ers of  agent. 

Defendants  having  sold  the  stock  of  liquors  and  glassware  used  in 
a  saloon  business  and  turned  the  business  over  to  the  purchaser, 
to  be  continued  by  him  in  their  name,  under  licenses  issued  to 
them,  until  the  purchase  price  and  cost  of  the  licenses  was  re- 
paid, a  private  and  undisclosed  agreement  that  he  should  not 
commit  them  to  liability  for  supplies  purchased  by  him  for  the 
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business  would  not  protect  them  against  a  claim  for  such  snp- 
plies  by  one  who  dealt  with  him  in  the  ordinary  line  of  such 
business  without  knowledge  of  the  restriction.  Napa  Vdllejt 
Wine  Co,  v,  Casanova,  28d 

PRINCIPAL  AND  SURETY. 

See  MuNicnPAi.  Ck)RPORATioN8,  15,  16. 

Where  the  date  of  the  actual  completion  of  a  building  was  Sep- 
tember 20,  and,  as  early  as  June  9,  payments  had  been  made 
to  the  contractor  aggregating  upwards  of  $2,000  in  excess  of 
the  amounts  stipulated  to  be  paid  prior  to  the  final  completion 
of  the  building,  the  amount  of  the  advanced  payments  and  the 
length  of  time  in  which  they  antedated  the  time  when  they 
should  have  been  mid  are  such  material  variances  from  the  con- 
tract as  absolutely  discharge  the  contractor'B  sureties.  Kunz 
V,  Boll  6» 

Printed  Cass.    See  Appeal,  29. 

Pbiyatb  Laws.    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  2,  6-7, 11. 

Probablx  Cause.    See  Malicious  Pbosegution.    Trial,  6. 

Proicissort  Notes.    See  Larceny.    Malicious  PROSECunoic 

Proofs  of  Loss.    See  Insurance,  3. 

Proximate  Cause.  See  Attachment,  2.  Carriers,  7.  Hiohwatb, 
12.  Master  and  Servant,  10,  11.  Neolioencb,  1,  2.  Raxlt 
ROADS,  26-28. 

Public  Health.    See  Food.    Health.    Municipal  Corporations,  7. 

Public  Policy.    See  Wills,  10. 

Public  Use.    See  Taxation,  1-3. 

Punitory  Damages.    See  Damages,  5.    Husrand  and  Wife,  4,  5. 

Quantum  Meruit.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  26. 

Railroad  Commission.    See  Railroads,  1,  2,  6-9,  13-16,  17, 18,  20. 

RAILROADS. 
Railroad  Commiasion. 

1.  An  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  will  not  be  disturbed  by 

the  courts  unless  it  is  unlawful  or  unreasonable.  8taie  ex  reL 
N.  P.  R,  Co,  V.  Railroad  Comm.  145 

Control  and  regulation:  Railroad  crossings:  Eminent  domain. 

2.  Ch.  454,  Laws  of  1907,  and  particularly  sec.  1797 — $6,  Stats.,  vests 

in  the  Railroad  Commission  power  to  determine  the  point  at 
which,  as  well  as  the  manner  in  which,  the  track  of  one  rail- 
road shall  be  crossed  by  that  of  another;  and  the  question  of 
compensation  only  is  left  to  the  commissioners  appointed  by 
the  court  under  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898).  State  ex  reL 
N.  P.  R,  Co.  V,  Railroad  Comm,  145 

3.  The  law  as  it  before  existed  respecting  the  right  of  a  railroad 

company  to  designate  its  route  was  not  abrogated  by  ch.  454. 
Laws  of  1907.  J&td. 

4.  A  railway  company  which  constructed  its  road  while  a  statute 

(subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  1898)  was  in  force  under  which,  as 
at  common  law,  it  could  not  be  required  to  pay  any  part  of  the 
expense  of  making  and  maintaining  any  subsequent  crossing  of 
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Its  track  by  the  track  of  another  railway,  acquired  thereby  a 
vested  property  right  which  cannot  be  taken  for  the  benefit  of 
another  company  without  compensation,  In  the  exercise  of  the 
reserved  right  to  alter  or  amend  charters.  Ibid. 

5.  To  compel  the  senior  railway  company  to  pay  any  part  of  the 

expense  occasioned  by  the  crossing  of  Its  road  by  the  junior 
company  would  be  a  taking  of  the  property  of  the  former;  and 
such  a  taking  without  compensation  to  the  senior  company 
would  not  be  a  reasonable  or  valid  exercise  of  the  police  power. 

IHd, 

6.  Sec.  1797 — ^56,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  454),  may  reasonably  be 

so  construed  as  not  to  require  the  Commission  to  Impose  any 
part  of  the  expense  of  the  crossing  upon  the  senior  road  which 
would  result  in  a  taking  of  its  property  without  compensation; 
and  In  support  of  the  validity  of  the  statute  It  should  be  so  con- 
strued. I6td. 

7.  When,  pursuant  to  sec.  1797 — 56,  the  Railroad  Commission  Im- 

poses upon  the  senior  road  a  part  of  the  expense  of  construct- 
ing, operating,  and  maintaining  a  crossing  of  Its  tracks  and  the 
prescribed  protective  appliances,  the  senior  road  Is  entitled  to 
recover  in  the  condemnation  proceedings  before  commissioners 
appointed  by  the  court  (under  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  1898), 
all  damages  suffered  by  It  by  reason  of  the  crossing,  Including 
damages  on  account  of  the  burden  or  expense  so  imposed  upon 
it  by  the  Commission.  Ihid, 

-8.  This  provision  of  sec.  1797 — 56,  that  the  Railroad  Commission 
may  apportion  the  expense  of  the  crossing.  Is  not  a  delegation 
of  legislative  power,  or  a  vesting  of  Judicial  power  in  the  Com- 
mission. Ibid, 

9.  An  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  apportioning  the  expense 
of  a  crossing,  pursuant  to  sec.  1797 — 56,  should  leave  the  amount 
of  damages  occasioned  by  the  crossing  to  be  fixed  by  the  com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  court  In  the  condemnation  proceed- 
ings under  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  StaU.  (1898).  Ibid. 

Per  Marshall,  J.,  concurring: 

10.  The  right,  in  a  general  sense,  to  construct  a  railroad  is  referable 

to  the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  under 
sees.  1797—43  to  1797—53,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  454).    Ibid, 

11.  The  right  to  cross  the  tracks  of  a  senior  railroad  is  referable  to 

subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats,  (1898).  Ibid. 

12.  The  right  to  take  the  property  of  the  senior  road  at  the  point  of 

crossing  is  referable  to  said  subd.  6,  sec  1828.  Ibid. 

13.  Authority  to  locate  the  place  of  crossing  is  referable  to  the  im- 

plied power  of  the  Railroad  Commission  under  sees.  1797 — 54 

to  1797 — 56,  and  the  general  spirit  of  the  act  of  1907,  super- 

.   seding  by  necessary  inference  subd.  6,  sec.  1828,  Stats.  (1898), 

on  that  subject.  Ibid, 

14.  The  manner  of  constructing  the  railroad,  including  the  manner 

of  making  the  crossing  with  its  accessories,  and  the  establish- 
ing of  status  in  respect  thereto  to  be  dealt  with  In  condemna- 
tion proceedings,  is  referable  to  the  decision  of  the  Railroad 
Commission  under  sees.  1797 — 54  to  1797 — 5€.  Ibid. 

15.  The  manner  of  acquiring  property  for  the  purposes  of  the  road, 

including  that  of  any  other  road  at  the  crossing,  is  referable  to 
sees.  1845-1851,  and  such  other  parts  of  ch.  87,  Stats.  (1898),  as 
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bear  on  the  subject,  the  proceedings  to  that  end  to  be  subse- 
quent to  the  determination  by  the  Railroad  Commission  nnder 
sees.  1797—54  to  1797—56.  Ibid, 

16.  The  commissioners  In  condemnation  proceedings  are  required  to 

deal  with  the  situation  created  hy  the  determination  aforesaid 
making  the  owner  of  the  senior  road  good  by  an  award  of  a 
money  equivalent  for  such  appropriation  of  its  property  rights 
as  shall  be  contemplated  in  view  of  such  determination,  includ- 
ing the  cost  of  such  grading,  rails,  frogs,  switches,  and  other 
appliances  used  in  constructing  and  maintaining  the  crossing, 
and  maintaining  and  operating  safety  appliances,  as  shall  be 
preliminarily  entailed  upon  it  in  view  of  such  determination. 

Ihid, 

Babnes,  J.,  and  Winslow,  C.  J.,  dissenting,  are  of  the  opinion: 

17.  So  much  of  sec.  1797 — 56,  Stats.,  as  empowers  the  Railroad  Com- 

mission to  require  the  senior  company  to  bear  any  portion  of 
the  expense  of  constructing  a  crossing  proper  is  void  because 
it  deprives  the  company  of  its  property  without  due  process  of 
law;  but  the  invalidity  of  this  particular  provision  does  not  af- 
fect the  remaining  portion  of  the  act  Ibid, 

18.  An  order  of  the  Commission,  not  imposing  upon  the  senior  com- 

pany any  part  of  the  expense  of  constructing  the  crossing 
proper,  but  requiring  it  to  defray  one  half  of  the  expense  of 
maintenance,  is  not  erroneous  in  the  absence  of  anything  to 
show  that  such  latter  expense  was  a  material  item  or  that  the 
half  thereof  would  exceed  the  cost  of  ^maintaining  Uie  road  at 
that  point  had  no  crossing  been  made.  Ibid. 

19.  Whether  a  crossing  already  exists  or  Is  to  be  made,  the  state,  in 

the  exercise  of  its  police  power,  may  require  that  it  be  safe- 
guarded, by  protective  appliances,  such  as  interlocking  plants, 
whenever  in  the  exercise  of  reasonable  judgment  such  devices 
are  deemed  to  be  required  for  the  public  safety  or  convenience, 
and  may  make  any  reasonable  apportionment  of  the  expense 
between  the  roads  sheeted,  without  reimbursement  to  the  senior 
company.  Ibid. 

20.  The  legislative  declaration  requiring  railway  companies  to  in- 

stall approved  safety  devices  whenever  necessary  to  protect  life 
or  facilitate  commerce  is  Implied  in  the  language  of  ch.  454, 
Laws  of  1907,  and  In  view  thereof  the  delegation  of  power  to 
the  Railroad  Commission  to  determine  the  fact  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  such  devices  at  a  given  point,  and  to  apportion  the  ex- 
pense thereof,  is  valid.  Ibid. 

21.  Sec.  1797 — 56,  Stats.,  should  not  be  construed  as  giving  the  senior 

company  any  right  to  recover  from  the  junior,  in  condemnation 
proceedings  or  otherwise,  the  amount  apportioned  to  and  paid 
by  such  senior  company  for  the  construction  or  maintenance  of 
safety  devices  at  a  crossing.  Ibid. 

Borne:  Highway  crossings. 

22.  Under  sec.  129971 — 1,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  120), — the  company 

must,  by  planking  or  'some  equivalent  therefor,  adjust  the  sur- 
face of  the  highway  where  it  crosses  the  tracks  substantially  to 
a  level  with  the  tops  of  the  rails.  Chicago,  M.  d  8t.  P.  R.  Co. 
V.  Fair  Oaks,  334 

23.  Where  a  portion  of  the  right  of  way  of  a  railway  company  is  con- 

demned for  the  purpose  of  extending  a  highway  across  the 
tracks,  the  company  is  not  entitled  to  be  compensated  for  the 
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expense  which  it  must  Incur  in  constructing  and  maintaining 
the  crossing  as  required  by  the  statute,  such  burden  being  im" 
posed  upon  It  solely  for  the  protection  of  the  public  Ibid* 

24.  The  requirement  of  sec.  12997^—1,  Stats.,  is  a  legitimate  exercise 

of  police  power  for  the  protection  of  the  safety  of  the  public* 

Ihid. 
Bame:  Fences:  Personal  injuries  to  infant, 

25.  The  question  whether  a  given  place  is  or  Is  not  depot  grounds 

within  the  calls  of  sec.  ISIO,  Stats.  (1898),  is  ordinarily  a  ques- 
tion of  fact    Schwind  v.  C,  M.  d  Bt.  P,  R,  Co,  1 

26.  Failure  of  the  statutory  duty  imposed  upon  railroad  companies 

to  fence  their  right  of  way  constitutes  negligence,  and  for  in- 
juries proximately  caused  thereby,  and  not  contributed  to  by 
the  negligence  of  the  person  injured,  the  company  is  liable. 

Ibid. 

27.  Where*  In  addition  to  the  duty  imposed  upon  railroads  to  fence 

their  right  of  way,  the  provisions  of  the  statute  impose  liability 
for  all  damage  to  persons  and  animals  occasioned  "in  any  man- 
ner, in  whole  or  in  part,  by  the  want  of  such  fenced,"  an  injury 
may  be  occasioned  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  absence  of  a  fence, 
although  it  may  not  be  proximately  caused  thereby.  Ibid. 

2d.  Under  sec.  1810,  Stats.  (1898),  imposing  upon  railroads  liability 
for  damages  to  persons  and  animals  occasioned  by  unfenced 
right  of  way,  proximate  causal  relation,  including  reasonable 
anticipation,  is  not  necessary,  and  contributory  negligence  is 
no  defense;  the  purpose  of  the  statute  being  to  cast  upon  rail- 
roads absolute  liability.  Ibid: 

[29.  Whether  the  deliberate  and  intentional  entry  upon  a  railroad 
right  of  way  and  tracks  by  an  adult  fully  cognizant  of  all  the 
conditions,  and  with  no  circumstances  of  confusion  or  inadvert- 
ence, may  be  held,  as  matter  of  law,  not  occasioned  by  absence 
of  a  fence,  not  determined.]  Ibid. 

30.  Where,  in  the  light  of  childish  tendencies,  an  Injury  happens  to 

a  child  ten  years  of  age  upon  the  unfenced  right  of  way  of  a 
railroad,  the  court  cannot  say,  as  matter  of  law,  that  his  devia- 
tion onto  the  railroad  grounds  would  have  so  certainly  occurred 
had  a  fence  been  interposed  as  to  warrant  reversing  a  finding 
that  the  injury  was  caused  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  absence 
of  a  fence.  Ibid. 

31.  In  an  action  for  persona]  injuries  happening  to  a  child  walking 

upon  an  unfenced  right  of  way,  it  is  not  error  to  instruct  the 
jury  to  consider  whether  a  fence  would  have  "prevented  or 
tended  to  prevent"  plaintiff's  entry  on  the  right  of  way.       Ibid. 

Right  of  way.  See  Eminent  Domain,  5.  Railroads,  2-21.  Vendor 
AND  Purchaser,  1-6. 

Operation:  Injuries  to  passengers.    See  Carriers. 

Bame:  Injuries  to  employees.  See  Carriers,  1.  Master  and  Serv- 
ant, 1^,  30. 

Bame:  Injuries  to  animals. 

32.  Upon  the  evidence  in  an  action  for  the  value  of  a  horse  killed  on 

defendant's  track  it  is  held  that  the  trial  court  properly  refused 
to  direct  a  verdict  for  defendant  Bodenheimer  v.  C.  4  N.  W. 
R.  Co.  623 

33.  The  evidence  being  conflicting  as  to  whether  the  horse  was  killed 

at  a  highway  crossing  or  north  thereof  on  defendant's  track  be- 
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yond  a  cattle-guard  alleged  to  have  been  defective,  a  charge  to 
the  jury,  stated  in  the  opinion,  is  held  prejudicially  erroneous 
as  being  argumentative  and  invading  the  province  of  the  jury. 

Ibid. 

ZL  Further  instructions,  stated  in  the  opinion,  are  held  erroneous 
and  prejudicial  because  precluding  the  jury  from  considering, 
in  weighing  the  engineer's  testimony,  his  employment  by  the 
defendant,  his  appearance  and  demeanor,  the  probability  of  his 
story,  and  other  proper  tests.  IbiA. 

Construction:  Liability  to  laborers  of  contractor, 

35.  Sec.  1815,  Stats.  (1898),  does  not  require  the  notice  to  be  served 
upon  the  particular  employee  in  charge  of  the  construction  work 
on  that  part  of  the  road;  the  intention  being  that  service  should 
be  made  upon  an  employee  who  would  be  likely  promptly  to 
bring  home  to  the  company  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the 
claim,  rather  than  upon  one  who  would  know  whether  the 
claim  was  legitimate  or  not.    Matzetoitz  v.  W.  O.  R.  Co.  643 

S6.  Delivery  by  the  laborer  of  his  time  check  to  another  person  for 
collection,  Writing  his  name  on  the  back  thereof  as  evidence  of 
the  authority,  and  borrowing  a  small  sum  from  such  person  on 
the  claim,  did  not  constitute  such  a  transfer  of  title  as  took  the 
claim  out  of  the  protection  of  the  statute.  Ibid, 

87.  The  creation  of  such  a  mere  agency,  though  coupled  with  an  in- 
terest, to  collect  the  claim  for  the  benefit  of  the  laborer,  did  not 
make  the  agent  the  real  party  in  interest  who  must  be  plaintiff 
in  an  action  to  enforce  the  claim.  Ibid, 

Taxation,    See  Taxation,  1-3. 

RAPE. 

A  conviction  of  rape  cannot  be  sustained  upon  the  uncorroborated 
testimony  of  a  prosecuting  witness  whose  story  is  intrinsically 
improbable  and  almost  incredible,  especially  if  she  is  a  person 
of  feeble  mind.    Donovan  v.  State,  570 

RATmoATioN.    See  MuiaciPAL  Ck>iiPOBATiON8,  24. 

RsAi.  Party  in  Interest.    See  Railroads,  37. 

Real  Property.  See  Attachment,  1.  Boxtndaribb,  2.  Cancella- 
tion OF  Instruments.  Constitutional  Law,  8,  9.  Contracts^ 
14, 16, 17.  Deeds.  Dower.  Drains.  EjJEcrrMENT.  Evidence, 
4,  5.  Injunction,  2.  Mills  and  Milldams,  3.  States,  i,  6. 
Tax  Titles.    Trusts.    Vendor  and  Pubghaskb. 

Reassessment.    See  Taxation,  4. 

Rebating.    See  Insurance,  4^8. 

Receivers.    See  Corporations,  5-7. 

Recoupment.    See  Contracts,  13. 

Reference.    See  Appeal,  1,  12. 

Referendum.    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  8. 

RELIGIOUS  SOCIETIES. 

Incorporation, 

1.  Notwithstanding  informalities  in  its  articles  of  Incorporation,  a 
religious  society  which  has  accepted  from  a  member  thereof  a 
subscription  to  a  building  fund  is,  as  to  the  subscriber,  a  corpo- 
ration de  facto,   Evangelish  L.  8t,  M,  Oemeinde  v.  Pruess,     349 
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nights  of  members  in  property.    See  Sxtbscbiptions. 

2.  Where  property  has  been  acquired,  whether  by  gift  or  purchase, 
for  the  maintenance  and  support  of  the  faith  of  a  recognized 
denomination  or  church,  every  member  of  the  association  ac- 
quiring it  may  resist  its  diversion  to  other  antagonistic  uses, 
whether  secular  or  religious,  and  the  courts  will  protect  and 
enforce  the  trust  to  apply  it  to  the  uses  for  which  acquired  and 
not  to  inconsistent  uses.    Marien  v.  Evangelical  C.  Cong,  81 

HxuAiNDEBS.    See  Dower,  3. 

Removal.    See  Municipal  CoBPonATioNs,  9-12.    Officers,  1-4. 

REPLEVIN. 

See  Parties. 

Ordinarily  sole  ownership  in  the  plaintiff  is  not  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  replevin  against  a  stranger  who  has  neither 
title  nor  right  to  possession,  it  being  sufficient  in  such  a  case 
that  plaintiff  has  an  interest  and  is  entitled  to  possession. 
Swenson  v.  Wells,  316 

Requests  fob  Instructions.    See  Appeal,  3.    Highways,  17.    Mas- 
ter AND  Servant,  18,  32.    Negligence,  2.    Trial,  3. 

Res  Adjudicata.    See  New  Trial,  2.    Tax  Titles,  9. 

Rescission.   See  Contracts,  3-5, 12-17.   Larceny.  Vendor  and  Pui^- 
CHASER,  Z,  4,  6,  8. 

Reservation  in  deed.    See  Deeds,  2. 

Residence.    See  Domicile.    Extradition. 

Right  of  Way.    See  Eminent  Domain,  5.    Railroads,  2-4.    Vendor 
AND  Purchaser,  1-6. 

Rules  of  Court. 

Supreme  Court  Rule  6  (Cases  and  briefs),  436,  440. 
Supreme  Court  Rule  44  (Costs  for  printing  case)»  440. 

SALES. 

Construction  of  contract. 

L  A  contract  obligating  the  seller  to  deliver  a  coipmodity  f.  o.  b. 
cars  is  not  a  sale  in  prwsenti,  either  when  made  or  when  the 
commodity  is  manufactured,  since  the  title  does  not  pass  to  the 
purchaser  until  the  commodity  is  delivered  by  loading  it  on  the 
cars.    Badger  8,  L,  Co,  v,  G,  W.  Jones  L.  Co,  73 

2.  The  complaint  alleged  that  the  defendant  was  indebted  to  the 

plaintiff  for  thirty-four  loads  of  gravel  "hauled  and  delivered" 
at  $2.50  per  load  "for  hauling  the  same."  The  answer  admitted 
this,  but  averred  that  the  agreed  price  was  $2  per  load.  At  the 
trial  the  complaint  was  amended  so  as  to  claim  what  the  gravel 
was  reasonably  worth  per  load.  The  court  construed  the  com- 
plaint, taken  with  the  answer  and  the  evidence,  to  present  a 
case  for  the  recovery  of  the  reasonable  market  value  of  the 
gravel  sold  and  delivered  by  the  load,  and  not  an  action  on  con- 
tract for  services  performed.  Held,  that  there  was  sufficient 
duplicity  in  the  pleadings  to  make  this  construction  admissible 
and  conclusive  on  the  parties  on  appeal.    Monture  v.  Reglinq, 

407 

3.  Under  such  pleadings,  questions  submitted  for  special  verdict 

asking  whether  there  was  an  express  agreement  for  |2  per  load. 
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and,  if  not,  what  was  the  reasonable  value  per  load,  sufflcfentlr 
covered  the  issues.  Ibid. 

4.  To  establish  the  market  value  of  gravel  sold  and  delivered  by 

the  load  to  the  defendant,  plaintiff  introduced  evidence  as  to 
what  other  persons  had  paid  him  per  load  and  of  the  compara- 
tive size  of  the  loads.  Held,  that  such  evidence  was  incompe- 
tent, but,  its  introduction  having  been  permitted,  it  was  error 
to  exclude  testimony,  offered  by  defendant  in  rebuttal  thereof^ 
stated  in  the  opinion.  Ibid^ 

Rescission  hy  buyer, 

5.  A  vendor  'by  expressly  refusing  to  receive  back  a  machine  after 

breach  of  warranty,  as  provided  by  the  contract  of  sale,  waives 
the  return  thereof  to  jthe  place  where  received  as  a  condition  of 
rescission.    /.  I.' Case  T.  M,  Co.  v,  Johnson,  534 

6.  The  evidence  in  this  case  as  to  the  scope  of  the  authority  of  a. 

general  agent  of  the  .vendor  is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  that  his 
act  in  refusing  to  receive  back  a  machine  was  the  act  of  the 
vendor,  although  the  written  contract  of  sale  provided  that  no 
person  had  authority  to  waive,  alter,  or  enlarge  the  contract. 

Ibid. 

7.  Use  of  a  machine  by  vendee  by  way  of  reasonable  test  only  is  no 

obstacle  to  a  subsequent  rescission  of  the  contract  of  sale.    Ibid. 

Breach  by  seller.    See  Damages,  7-10. 
Warranties.    See  Sales,  5-7. 

SCHOOLS  AND  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS. 

€fovemmenf:  Power  to  determine  amount  to  be  raUed  for  school  pur- 
poses in  cities  operating  under  general  charter  Uw>. 

1.  Where  it  is  sought  to  show  that  the  provisions  of  the  general 

charter  law  relating  to  schools  do  not  apply  to  a  city  adopting 
that  law  in  its  entirety,  and  that  the  provisions  of  a  special 
charter  do  apply,  the  language  relied  on  to  express  such  intent 
should  be  reasonably  plain,  and  it  should  not  be  extended  by 
implication  or  by  doubtful  construction  so  as  to  vest  important 
powers  in  different  bodies  in  cities  operating  under  a  general 
law.    State  ex  rel.  Jones  v.  Burke,  524 

2.  Under  the  special  charter  of  the  city  of  Beaver  Dam  the  power  to 

determine  the  amount  of  school  moneys  to  be  raised  was  vested 
in  an  elective  school  board.  The  city  adopted  the  general  char- 
ter  law,  under  sec.  925 — 113  of  which  "the  election  and  organiza- 
tion, powers  and  duties"  of  the  board  were  not  affected.  That 
section  was  subsequently  repealed  and  a  new  section  enacted^ 
providing  that  where  there  was  an  elective  board  'the  plan  of 
school  organization  and  management'*  should  continue  until 
changed  by  vote  of  the  electors.  Held,  that  the  power  to  de- 
termine the  amount  of  school  moneys  to  be  raised  was  not  a  part 
of  "the  plan  of  school  organization  and  management,"  and  that 
after  the  enactment  of  the  new  section  (sec.  925 — 113,  Stats.: 
Laws  of  1907,  ch.  480)  that  power  was  in  the  common  counciU 
being  vested  in  that  body  by  other  provisions  of  the  general 
charter  law.  Ibid^ 

Claims:  Actions  against  school  officers. 

3.  In  an  action  upon  an  agreement  by  which  defendants  bound  them- 

selves individually  and  as  school  district  officers  to  pa>  for  cer- 
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tain  groods  in  cash  or  a  legally  issued  school  warrant,  plaintiS 
rannot  recover  from  the  defendants  individually  without  show- 
ing that  the  school  warrant  which  was  in  fact  issued  as  pay- 
ment was  illegally  issued.     State  Bank  v,  Kienherger,         517 

4.  A  school  warrant  or  order  issued  hy  the  proper  officers  of  a  school 

district  will  he  presumed  to  he  a  legal  order  until  the  contrary 
is  shown.  IMd. 

5.  Where  a  purchase  of  school  supplies  was  never  authorized  or  ap- 

proved at  a  meeting  of  the  district  hoard,  as  required  ty  sees. 
432,  436,  Stats.  (1898),  and  a  school  "warrant  or  order  issued  in 
payment  therefor  was  not  authorized  or  ratified  at  a  hoard  meet- 
ing hut  was  signed  by  the  members  of  the  board  independently 
and  not  in  the  presence  of  each  other,  such  warrant  T.as  not 
legally  issued.  Ibid. 

Setoff.    See  Coktbacts,  13. 

Sheriffs.    See  Courts,  6,  7. 

SiDEWAiJca    See  Municipal  Corporations,  17,  18,  21,  22. 

Special  Laws.  See  Constitutional  Law,  11.  Municipal  Corpoba- 
tions,  23. 

Special  Verdict.  See  Carriers,  5,  7.  Highways,  11,  12.  Master 
AND  Servant,  11,  12,  32.  Negligence,  3.  Sales.  Street 
Railways,  3.    Trial,  3,  5-7. 

Specific  Performance.  See  Contracts,  3.  Ejectuxnt,  5-8.  Vendob 
AND  Purchaser,  7. 

Spkculatitx  Damages.    See  Damages,  2,  4,  6. 

STATES. 

Property:  Municipal  regulation. 

1.  Statutes  in  general  terms  do  not  affect  the  state  If  they  tend  in 

any  way  to  restrict  or  diminish  its  rights  or  interests.  Milwavr 
kee  V,  McGregor ,  35 

2.  General  prohibitions  in  general  laws,  or  in  a  city  ordinance  made 

pursuant  to  general  charter  authority,  apply  to  all  private  par- 
ties but  are  not  rules  of  conduct  for  the  state.  Ihid. 

3.  The  state  may  have  the  benefit  of  general  laws  but  Is  not  ad- 

versely afPected  by  any  unless  it  is  so  expressly  provided.    Ihid. 

4.  A  state  board  empowered  to  take  and  hold  the  title  to  property 

for  state  purposes  does  not  own  such  property  in  any  proprie- 
tary sense, — it  is  state  property,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
same  as  in  case  of  title  thereto  being  formally  vested  in  the 
state.  Ibid, 

5.  In  case  of  the  construction  of  a  building  by  a  state  board  for 

state  purposes  under  state  authority  the  matter  is  wholly  of 
state  concern  and  not  under  any  general  state  or  municipal  reg- 
ulation. Ibid, 

STATUTES. 

Enactment,    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  2,  5-7, 

Private  or  local  laws.    See  Constitutional  Law,  1,  2,  5-7,  11. 

Mandatory  or  directory?  See  Criminal  Law,  1.  Courts,  8.  Munici- 
pal Corporations,  19.    Statutes,  2. 

Penal  ttatutes.    See  EfviDENCE,  1.    Statutes,  3-5. 
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Amendment.    See  Schools  and  School  Districts,  1,  2. 

Repeal.    See  Constitutional  Law,  12,  13. 

Validity. 

1.  Where  parts  of  a  statute  are  valid  and  capable  of  being  executed 

independently  of  other  partB  which  are  invalid,  the  valid  parts 
may  become  operative  unless  the  court  can  say  that  the  legisla- 
ture intended  that  all  the  provisions  should  be  carried  into  ef- 
fect as  a  whole  and  as  conditions  and  compensations  for  each 
other.    State  ex  rel.  Williams  v.  Sawyer  Co.  634 

Exceptions  in  statutes.  See  Health.  Indictment  and  Informa- 
tion, 1. 

Construction.  See  Appeal,  1, 19-22.  Automobiles.  Constitutional 
Law,  3,  7,  10.  Corporations,  2-4.  Costs,  3,  4.  Courts,  2, 
3,  8.  Criminal  Law,  1,  25.  Damages,  13.  Descent  and  Dis- 
tribution. Dower,  1-3.  Drains.  Evidence,  6.  Pood,  1. 
Highways,  4^6, 13, 14.  Insane  Persons,  1,  2.  Justices'  Courts- 
Master  AND  Servant,  4,  12,  22.  23.  Mills  and  Milldams,  1-5. 
Municipal  Corporations,  3,  6,  8,  10,  19,  21,  23.  Officers,  4. 
Railroads,  2-4, 6-15, 17-25, 28.  Schools  and  School  Districts, 
1,  2,  5.  States,  1-3.  Street  Railways,  1,  2.  Sunday  Laws, 
1,  2,  6.  Taxation,  1,  4.  Tax  Titles,  1,  2,  4-6.  Trial,  4,  5. 
Trusts  and  Trxtstees.    Witnesses,  3,  4. 

2.  The  ordinary  and  natural  meaning  of  the  word  "may,"  when 

used  in  a  statute,  is  permissive  and  discretionary,  not  manda- 
tory, although  it  is  construed  as  mandatory  when  such  con- 
struction is  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  clear  purpose  and 
intent  of  the  statute.    Barber  A.  P.  Co.  v.  Oshkosfi^  58 

2.  A  penal  statute  is  open  to  construction  when  there  is  reasonable 
uncertainty  as  to  its  meaning.    Weirich  v.  State,  98 

'4.  In  case  of  there  being  two  or  more  equally  reasonable  meanings 
of  a  penal  statute,  that  one  is  to  be  regarded  as  expressing  the 
legislative  will  which  is  the  least  severe  as  regards  previous 
conditions.  Ibid. 

5.  The  rule  of  strict  construction  of  a  penal  law  Is  subordinate  to 

the  rule  of  reasonable,  sensible  construction,  having  in  view 
effectuation  of  the  legislative  purpose.  Ibid. 

6.  Where  the  words  of  a  statute  are  plain  in  meaning  and  lead  to  no 

absurd  result  there  is  neither  room  for  construction  nor  justifi- 
cation for  the  elimination  or  change  of  words.  Ashland  v. 
Maciejewski,  642 

Federal  statutes.     See  BANCRtrpTcr,  8.     Indians,  8.  6.     Pensxoits,  1. 

STATUTES  CITED,  Bro. 
(See  page  xxxill,  following  Cases  Cited.) 

Stock  and  Stockholders.  See  Contracts,  14,  16,  17.  Corpora- 
tions, 1,  5. 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 

Interurban  railways:  Condemnation  of  streets.  .     . 

1   A  corporation  having  a  franchise  from  the  state  to  operate  a  street 

railway  for  carrying  passengers  in  the  city,  and  no  authority  to 

operate  an  interurban  railway  on  the  streets,  had  no  right  to 

condemn  the  use  of  the  street  for  interurban  railway  business; 
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and  until  It  acquired  such  right  the  period  of  limitation  under 
sec.  4222,  Stats.  (1898),  barring  proceedings  by  a  landowner  un- 
der sec.  1852,  did  not  begin  to  run.    In  re  Plotoright,  512 

2.  Delay  of  an  interurban  railway  company  for  more  than  four 

months  after  acquiring  the  right  to  institute  proceedings  for 
condemnation  of  a  street  is  heldy  under  the  facts  of  this  case,  to 
warrant  a  landowner  in  proceeding  in  the  matter  under  sec. 
1852,  Stats.  (1898).  Jhid. 

Injuries  to  travelers, 

3.  In  an  action  for  death  of  a  person  caused  by  collision  between  h\^ 

wagon  and  a  street  car  which  came  from  behind,  findings  in  a 
special  verdict,  supported  by  the  evidence,  stated  in  the  opinion, 
establish  the  contributory  negligence  of  the  deceased  and  are 
not  nullified  by  a  further  finding  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  such 
negligence.    Vetter  v.  Southern  Wis,  R,  Co,  296 

4.  A  person  driving:  on  the  highway  is  bound  to  look  and  listen  for 

the  approach  of  a  street  car  before  going  so  near  the  track  that 
a  car  cannot  pass  without  striking  his  wagon;  and  it  is  imma- 
terial in  such  a  case  whether  or  not  he  intends  to  drive  upon  or 
across  the  track.  Jliid. 

Injuries  to  passengers.    See  Carriers,  8. 

Streets.  See  Mi'nicipal  Corporations,  17-25.  Telegraphs  Aia> 
Telephones,  1,  2. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

See  Religious  Societies. 

^  1.  A  subscription  for  the  building  of  a  church,  made  upon  condition 
that  the  subscriber  should  not  be  called  upon  for  certain  work 
and  that  the  church  corporation  should  accept  it  as  being  in 
full  of  his  share  of  the  expense  of  building,  was  a  mere  ofFer 
until  accepted  as  stipulated.  Evangelish  L.  8t,  M,  Oemeinde  v, 
Pruess,  349 

2.  Where  no  other  kind  of  acceptance  is  stipulated  for,  a  subscrip- 
tion may  be  accepted  by  expending  money  and  erecting  a  build- 
ing in  accordance  with  the  ofFer.  Itid. 

5.  The  evidence  in  this  case  is  Yield  not  to  show,  as  matter  of  law, 

acceptance  of  a  subscription  upon  the  condition  stipulated,  be- 
fore a  withdrawal  thereof.  Ihid. 

SUNDAY  LAWS. 

1<  In  sec.  4595,  Stats.  (1898),  the  exception  of  "works  of  necessity 
and  charity"  relates  to  the  doing  of  "labor,  business  or  work" 
and  not  to  keeping  open  a  "shop,  warehouse  or  workhouse." 
Starlc  V.  Backus,  557 

2.  The  proviso  added  to  said  sec.  4595  by  ch.  300,  Laws  of  1909,  that 
"keeping  open  a  barber  shop  on  Sunday  .  .  .  shall  not  be 
deemed  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity,"  did  not  change  the  ef- 
fect of  the  statute  or  render  it  invalid  as  being  discriminatory 
against  the  keepers  of  such  shops  and  as  denying  to  them  the 
equal  protection  of  the  law  or  depriving  them  of  liberty  or 
property  without  due  process  of  law.  Ihid. 

Z,  Neither  before  nor  after  the  addition  of  such  proviso  could  keep- 
ing open  a  barber  shop  on  Sunday  be  justified  as  a  work  of  ne- 


734  INDEX.  [140 


cesslty  or  charity;  nor  would  the  state  be  obliged.  In  a  prose- 
cution for  keeping  open  any  shop,  workhouse  or  warehouse  in 
violation  of  said  section,  to  plead  or  prove  that  such  act  was 
not  a  work  of  necessity  or  charity.  Und. 

4.  Even  if,  when  it  enacted  said  proviso,  the  legislature  supposed 
that  the  exception  as  to  works  of  necessity  and  charity  applied 
to  the  keeping  open  of  a  shop,  warehouse,  or  workhouse,  that 
fact  is  not  controlling  upon  the  question  of  the  construction  of 
the  pre-existing  statute.  Ibid. 

6.  The  complaint  In  this  action  to  have  sec.  4595,  Stats.  (1898),  as 
amended,  declared  void,  and  to  restrain  the  district  attorney 
and  others  from  instituting  any  proceeding  against  plaintiff 
for  violation  thereof,  is  held  not  to  make  a  proper  case  for  the 
exercise  of  the  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enjoin  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  criminal  law.  I1^id* 

Supreme  Court.    See  AppeaIm    Criminal  Law,  25,  26. 

Surveys.    See  Highways,  6-9. 

TAXATION. 

Exemptions, 

1.  Property  of  a  railway  company  necessarily  used  In  operating  Its 

road  is  exempt  from  local  taxation  under  sec.  1215 — 25.  Stats. 
(Supp.  1906).  if  the  use  to  which  it  is  applied  is  a  public  use 
under  the  articles  of  incorporation  and  charter  of  the  company. 
Btate  ex  reh  N.  W,  C,  R.  Co.  v.  Willcuts,  '  448 

2.  Whether  the  property  of  a  railway  company  Is  devoted  to  a  pub- 

lic use  is  not  determined  by  the  extent  of  the  use  but  by  the 
right  of  the  public  generally  to  use  it  and  the  fact  that  it  is 
used  by  all  who  desire  to  do  so.  Ibid. 

8.  The  mere  fact  that  a  large  part  of  the  business  done  by  a  railway 
company  is  done  for  a  coal  company  owned  and  controlled  by 
practically  the  same  persons,  does  not  deprive  the  railway  com- 
pany of  its  character  as  a  common  carrier  or  render  its  prop- 
erty devoted  to  a  private  use,  so  long  as  it  was  in  fact  organized 
as  a  common  carrier  and  serves  the  public  in  that  capacity,  al« 
though  location  and  conditions  limit  the  extent  of  such  service. 

Ibid. 
Assessment.    See  Certiorari. 

Reassessment. 

4.  The  power  of  the  county  board  under  sec.  1186,  Stata  (1898),  to 
direct  a  reassessment  of  the  taxes  justly  chargeable  upon  lands 
when  the  original  assessments  were  invalid  because  of  irreg- 
ularities in  the  tax  proceedings,  embraces  all  cases  in  which, 
under  sec.  1184.  by  reason  of  the  invalidity  of  the  tax  sales 
or  certificates,  the  county  is  liable  to  refund  the  money  paid 
to  it,  including  a  case  where  the  land  was  misdescribed  in  the 
original  assessment  and  the  tax  certificate,  if  the  description 
was  sufficient  to  enable  the  board  to  ascertain  what  Uund  was 
actually  attempted  to  be  assessed.  Roberts  v,  Waukesha  Co.  593 

Taxpayer's  Action.    See  Pleading,  6. 

TAX  TITLES.* 

Validity.    See  Cancellation  of  Instruments. 

Notices  of  tax  sale:  Postino  and  publication:  Affidavits. 

1.  If  the  affidavit  of  the  posting  of  notices  of  a  tax  sale  declares  con- 
duct of  the  treasurer  in  the  posting  which  complies  with  the 
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statute,  the  validity  of  that  step  In  the  proceedings  is  estab- 
lished prima  facie,  A  statement  therein  that  the  notices  were 
posted  in  four  public  places,  accompanied  by  a  specification  of 
places  not  inherently  non-public,  is  such  evidence  as,  undis- 
puted, establishes  the  fact  required  by  sec.  1130,  Stats.  (1898). 
Bouchier  v.  Hammer,  648 

2.  The  term  "public  place"  in  sec.  1130,  Stats.  (1898),  means  a  place 

where  the  public  resort,  so  that  the  posting  of  a  statement  there 
is  likely  to  give  notice.  Ibid, 

3.  An  aflSdavit  stating  that  the  place  in  the  county  treasurer's  office 

at  which  one  of  the  notices  was  posted  was  a  conspicuous  place, 
satisfies  the  statute,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  define  with  par- 
ticularity the  exact  spot  in  that  ofllce  upon  which  such  notice 
was  posted.  Ibid. 

-4.  A  printer's  affidavit  stating  that  the  notice  of  a  tax  sale  which 
took  place  on  May  17  was  printed  and  published  in  a  certain 
newspaper  "once  in  each  week  for  four  successive  weeks,  com- 
mencing on  the  15th  of  April  and  terminating  on  the  6th  of 
May,"  shows  a  publication  once  in  each  week  for  four  successive 
weeks  prior  to  the  date  of  sale,  as  required  by  sec.  1130,  Stats. 
(1898),  although  the  printing  terminated  in  twenty-two  days. 

Ibid. 

5.  An  affidavit  of  nonoccupancy,  made  five  days  before  the  tax  deed 

was  issued,  which  declared  both  that  at  the  time  it  was  made, 
May  16,  there  had  not  been  thirty  days  of  continuous  actual  oc- 
cupancy, and  that  on  that  day  there  was  no  occupancy,  estab- 
lishes the  fact  that  there  could  not  have  been  the  thirty  con- 
secutive days'  occupancy  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1175,  Stats. 
(1898),  on  May  21,  the  date  of  the  deed.  Ibid. 

.Payment  of  tax. 

6.  The  holder  of  a  tax  certificate  Issued  in  1902  who  purchased  the 

land  at  the  tax  sales  in  1903  and  1904  did  not  thereby  pay  the 
taxes  so  as  to  prevent  him  from  claiming  title  under  either  of 
the  tax  deeds  based  on  such  sales.    Bouchier  v.  Hammer,       648 

Persons  entitled  to  acquire  tax  titles. 

7.  A  person  employed  by  a  lumber  company  as  superintendent  and 

in  charge  of  its  business  in  a  county  was  not  precluded  by  such 
position  from  taking  a  certificate  in  his  own  name  at  a  tax  sale 
of  the  company's  land,  where  he  was  not  charged  with  the  duty 
of  paying  the  taxes  nor  furnished  with  money  for  that  purpose. 
T.  D.  Kellogg  L.  d  M.  Co.  v.  Webster  M.  Co.  341 

8.  Where  under  a  mortgage  or  trust  deed  the  owner  of  the  equity 

of  redemption  is  bound  to  pay  all  taxes  upon  the  land  he  can- 
not, as  against  the  mortgagee,  ascribe  such  payment  to  his  atti- 
tude as  claimant  under  a  tax  title,  especially  where  the  tax  title 
Is  void  as  a  title  and  eftective  merely  as  a  lien.  Roach  v.  San- 
bom  L.  Co.  435 

"■9.  In  an  action  by  the  holder  of  notes  secured  by  a  trust  deed  to  set 
aside  certain  tax  deeds  of  the  lands  it  was  decided  on  a  former 
appeal  that  the  tax  deeds  were  void  and  that  plaintiff  was  en- 
titled to  have  them  set  aside  on  payment  of  the  amounts  for 
which  the  lands  were  sold  and  "the  amounts  of  subsequent 
taxes  paid  by  the  tax-title  claimant,"  with  interest,  as  pro- 
vided in  sec.  121011,  Stats.  (1898).  Before  the  action  was  rom- 
menced  defendant  had  acquired  the  fee  title  to  the  equity  of  re- 
demption from  the  grantors  in  the  trust  deed,  which  deed  con- 
tained the  usual  covenant  for  payment  of  taxes.    Held,  that 
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taxes  paid  by  defendant  after  acquiring  such  fee  title  were  not 
"paid  by  the  tax-title  claimant"  within  the  meaning  of  the  for- 
mer decision,  and  plaintiff  was  not  bound,  either  by  sec.  1210A. 
or  by  the  mandate  on  the  former  appeal,  to  reimburse  defend- 
ant therefor.  llnd. 

TELEGRAPHS  AND  TELEPHONES. 

Regulation:  Removal  of  poles. 

1.  Where  a  telephone  company,  operating  under  a  city  ordinance  re- 
quiring it  to  locate  its  poles  as  directed  by  the  council,  paid  no- 
attention  to  a  resolution  of  the  council,  senred  upon  the  com- 
pany, directing  removal  of  a  pole  set  without  previous  author- 
ity, it  cannot  complain  because  the  mayor  and  other  officers  car- 
ried out  the  directions  of  the  council  and  removed  the  pole. 
Monroe  Tel.  Co.  «.  Ludlow,  510- 

[2.  Whether  the  mayor  and  aldermen  were  justified  in  summarily 
removing  the  pole  as  an  obstruction  in  the  public  streets  under 
sees.  1326,  1347,  Stats.  (1898),  not  determined.]  Ihid. 

Damages.    Bee  Damages,  4-6. 

Same:  Instructions  to  jury. 

3.  In  an  action  against  a  telegraph  company  for  damages  caused  by 
failure  to  deliver  a  telegram,  an  instruction  that,  in  order  to- 
find  that  plaintiff  lost  a  contract  of  employment  by  such  nonde- 
livery, the  Jury  must  be  satisfied  that  the  person  sending  the 
telegram  had  authority  from  the  alleged  employer  to  make  such 
contract,  did  not  invade  the  province  of  the  jury  and  was  not 
erroneous,  there  being  evidence  of  such  authority.  Btumm  v. 
W.  U.  Tel.  Co.  628 

Tims  Checks.     See  Hatluoads,  86,  37. 

Title  of  Act.    See  Constitutional  Law,  6-7. 

Toll  Roads.    See  Automobiles.    Highways.  S. 

Towns.    See  Highways,  10-12. 

TRIAL. 

Reception  of  evidence.  See  Appeal,  22,  24-26.  BoinrDABiBS.  Crim- 
inal Law,  2-9.  Food,  1.  Highways,  16.  Homicide,  1,  2. 
Justices'  CornTS.  Mastbb  and  Sebvant,  17,  28,  29.  Sales,  4. 
Witnesses,  4,  6. 

Arguments  and  conduct  of  cour^el, 

1.  A  model  produced  by  plaintiff  having  been  excluded  because  in- 

correct, remarks  of  plaintiff's  counsel  in  his  argument  to  the 
Jury  to  the  effect  that  defendant  produced  no  model  because  it 
would  be  less  favorable  to  it  than  that  produced  by  plaintiff, 
arc  held  not  ground  for  reversal,  in  view  of  an  instruction  to 
the  Jury  that  no  inference  adverse  to  defendant  should  be  drawn 
from  the  argument  of  plalntifTs  counsel,  except  in  so  far  as  that 
argument  was  based  on  testimony.  Monaghan  v.  N.  W.  Fuel 
Co.  457 

Taking  case  or  question  from  the  jury.  See  Carriers,  4.  Contracts, 
2.  Criminal  Law,  10,  11.  Damages,  5.  Instrance,  2.  Mas- 
ter and  Servant,  3,  4,  8,  16.  Railroads,  30,  32,  33.  Tele- 
graphs AND  Telephones,  3. 

2.  On  a  lury  trial  where  different  minds  might  reasonably  draw  dif- 

ferent conclusions  from  the  evidence  as  to  a  fact  In  issue,  ths- 
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Jury,  rather  than  the  court,  should  draw  the  inference.  Miller 
V,  Sovereign  Camp,  505 

Instructions  to  jury.  See  Appeal,  3,  23.  Cwminai,  Law,  12-18,  22. 
Damages,  16,  17.  Highways,  16-18.  Master  and  Sekvant, 
13,  18,  32.  Negligence,  1,  2.  Railroads,  31,  33,  34.  Txlx- 
«RAPHS  AND  Telephones,  3.    Witnesses,  6. 

Requests  for  instructions.  See  Appeal,  3.  Highways,  17.  Mas- 
ter AND  Sertant,  18,  32.    Negugence,  2. 

3.  In  the  absence  of  a  request  therefor,  omission  to  give  any  in- 

structions relative  to  a  question  submitted  for  special  verdict 
is  not  error.    Monaghan  v.  N,  W,  Fuel  Co,  457 

Findings.  See  Appeal,  6,  11-17,  28.  Divorce.  Mills  and  MiiXr 
DAMS,  5,  6.    Navigarle  Waters,  1. 

Verdict,   See  Criminal  Law,  6, 19-21.   Homicide,  4,  5.    New  Trial,  2. 

4.  Under  sec.  2858m,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907,  ch.  346),  defendant,  hav- 

ing failed  to  request  that  the  question  of  its  negligence  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury,  waived  the  right  to  have  the  jury  pass 
thereon;  and,  there  being  evidence  to  support  a  finding  of  such 
negligence,  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  court  in  rendering 
Judgment  for  plaintiff  determined  the  question  adversely  to  de- 
fendant.   Bates  V.  C,  M.  d  St.  P.  R.  Co.  235 

Special  verdict.  See  Carriers,  5,  7.  Highways,  11,  12.  Masteb 
AND  Servant,  11,  12,  32.  Negligence,  3.  Sales,  3.  Street 
Railways,  3.    Trial,  3. 

6.  In  an  action  for  malicious  prosecution  the  special  verdict  did 
not  contain  any  finding  as  to  whether  or  not  there  was  probable 
cause  for  the  prosecution,  but  judgment  was  rendered  thereon 
for  plaintiff.  Held,  under  sec.  2858m,  Stats.  (Laws  of  1907, 
ch.  346),  the  case  must  be  treated  on  appeal  as  though  the 
court  had  found  as  a  fact  that  there  was  lack  of  probable  caus« 
and  appellant  had  excepted  to  the  finding.    Farrell  v.  Phillips, 

611 

6.  Each  separate  question  of  a  special  verdict  is  to  be  answered 

upon  all  the  competent  evidence  bearing  thereon  and  as  if  this 
were  the  only  issue  in  the  case.    Nelson  v.  A.  H.  Stange  Co.  G57 

7.  Where  by  separate  answers  defendant's  actionable  negligence  In 

three  particulars  was  found  in  a  special  verdict,  a  further  find- 
ing'that  "such  negligence  was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintifTs 
injury"  was  not  insufficient  on  the  ground  that  the  jury  might 
not  have  been  unanimous  as  to  which  particular  item  of  negli- 
gence was  the  proximate  cause.       '  Jhid. 

TRUSTS  AND  TRUSTEES. 

See  Bankruptcy. 

Under  sees.  2086,  2087,  Stats.  (1898),  when  a  trust  in  lands  is 
created  and  the  lands  at  the  same  time  granted  or  devised  sub- 
ject to  the  execution  of  the  trust,  the  trustee  takes  only  such 
interest  as  the  purposes  of  the  trust  require,  and  the  grantee 
takes  the  entire  title  as  against  the  world  in  general,  and  as 
against  the  trustee  he  takes  the  beneficial  equitable  interest 
subject  only  to  the  execution  of  thQ  trust  according  to  its  terms. 
Will  of  Prasser,  92 

Vol.  140-47 
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UiTDinB  iNFLiTxzcoK.    Sm  Whxs,  2. 

Vabiance.    See  Embezzlestbnt,  L    Food,  L    PLBADnro,  7.    Pbin* 

CIPAI.  AND  SunSTT. 

VENDOR  AND  PURCHASER  OP  LAND. 

Construction  and  operation  of  contract, 

1.  Whether,  where  a  railroad  company  had  agreed  to  procure  cer- 

tain land  and  convey  it  to  plaintiffs  '*by  good  warranty  deed** 
in  exchange  for  land  owned  by  them,  the  tender  to  them  of  a 
full  warranty  deed  from  the  true  owner  of  the  land  might  be 
held  a  sufficient  performance  on  the  part  of  the  company,  even 
without  covenants  of  warranty  from  itself,  not  determined. 
Mahn  v.  C.  d-  M,  E,  R.  Co,  % 

2.  Where,  In  such  case,  plaintiffs  were  Informed  wh«n  such  war- 

ranty deed  was  tendered  that  the  grantor  named  therein  held 
title  "in  trust"  for  the  railroad  company,  and  that  the  consid- 
eration for  the  land  had  been  paid  by  the  campany,  the  nature 
of  the  trust  mot  being  disclosed,  they  were  not  bound  to  accept 
the  deed  aa  a  eontpiiance  with  the  ooDtraet  Ibid. 

8.  Upon  the  failure  of  the  company  to  perform  on  its  part  tlie  agree- 
ment to  exchange  lands,  plaintiffs  had  the  right  either  to  sue 
for  damages  for  the  breach  or  to  rescind  the  contract  The  com- 
pany could  not  compel  them  to  sell  their  land  tor  a  ram  of 
money  which  they  had  never  agreed  to  accept  I}>id. 

4.  Plaintiffs  in  such  case  having  brought  suit  in  equity  for  rescis- 
sion of  the  agreement,  the  failure  of  the  railroad  company  to 
object  may  be  deemed  a  oonsMit  that  the  court  by  exercise  of 
its  equitable  powers,  grant  whatever  form  of  relief  Is  proper 
under  the  circumstances.  Ibid, 

6.  The  agreement  for  exchange  of  lands  having  been  fbllowed  by 
completed  construction  of  the  railroad  over  plaintiffs'  land,  no 
mere  recovery  at  law  could  fully  re-eetablish  plaintiffs'  rights, 
since  the  transaction  amounted  at  least  to  a  consent  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  road,  and  such  a  status,  once  created  by  con- 
sent would  not  be  disturbed.  Ibid. 

6.  Unless  completely  rescinded,  the  written  agreement  for  exchange 

would  constitute  an  obstacle  to  plaintiffs'  obtaining  statutory 
compensation  for  the  part  of  their  land  applied  to  ^railroad 
uses,  and  even  after  declaration  of  rescission  it  would  be  a 
cloud  upon  the  title  which  equity  should  remove.  Ibid. 

Performance  of  contract.    See  Ejectment,  6-8. 

7.  In  an  action  by  the  vendor  for  specific  performance  of  a  land  con- 

tract, findings  as  to  the  true  location  of  a  quarter-post  as  estab- 
lished by  the  original  government  survey,  and  that  the  true 
boundaries  of  the  tract  sold  were  pointed  out  by  the  vendor  to 
the  vendee,  are  held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence.  Day  v. 
Egertaen,  629 

8.  A  mere  representation  by  description  in  a  land  contract  that  the 

land  is  half  of  a  certain  designated  quarter-section  cannot  in 
an  action  for  deceit  or  for  rescission  be  held  to  be  a  represen- 
tation that  it  contains  eighty  acres.  Ibid. 

9.  Designation  of  a  tract  of  land  in  conversation  between  the  vendor 

and  vendee  as  "the  east  eighty"  of  a  certain  quarter-section  was 
not  in  this  case  intended  or  understood  as  a  representation  of 
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quantity  or  area,  but  was  merely  a  nhort  way  of  referring  to 
the  government  siibdivislon.  J  bid. 

VsRDicT.    See  Cbiminal  I^w,  6, 19-21.    New  Tbzal,  2.    Tbial,  i-7. 

Vkbttsd  Rights.    See  Dowsr,  1.    RAiLROADe,  4.    Wiixs,  4-6,  10. 

VnxAOBS.    See  Mtttvicipai.  Cobporatioits,  1-^,  17,  18,  20-22. 

VoiB  DiHB.    See  Juboibb. 

WAIVER. 

See  CoNTBACTs,  13.    Cbxutxal  Law,  27.    Damages,  9.    Iitsitbaivce, 

3,  4.    Pleading,  6.    Sales,  6.    Trial,  4. 

1.  If  a  person  with  knowledge,  actual  or  constructive,  bo  acts  In 

regard  to  contractual  relations  that  the  reasonable  inference 
under  all  the  circumstances  is  that  he  has  abandoned  a  claim 
of  right,  and  the  adverse  party  in  such  relations  act*  on  the 
faith  of  such  inference,  as  a  general  rule  an  effectual  intent 
to  waive  is  implied  though  there  is  no  such  intent  in  fact,  and 
even  If  there  be  an  undisclosed  intent  to  the  contrary,  and  re- 
gardless of  any#  element  of  estoppel  strictly  speaking.  Ifc- 
Naughton  v,  Dea  Moines  L.  In$.  Co.  214 

2.  Waiver  must  be  with  knowledge  or  with  reasonable  measB  of 

knowledge  of  the  facts  and  with  intent  to  forego  some  right,  al- 
though the  knowledge  may  be  either  actual  or  constructiiRe  and 
the  intent  expressed  or  implied.  Ou§tello  «.  Citizent  State 
Bank,  275 

WABKAlfTT.      See  COKTRACTB,  15. 

Watebs  and  Wateboottbses.  See  Consttttttional  Law,  7-9.  Cor- 
porations, 2.  Drains,  1.  Eminent  Domain,  2.  Mills  and 
MiLLDAMB.     Navigable  Waters. 

Waterworks.    See  Municipal  Ck>RPORATiONB,  26,  27» 

WILLa 

Prolcae:  Mental  capacity. 

1.  Evidence  stated  in  the  opinion  Is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  that 

testatrix  had  sufficient  mental  capacity  to  make  a  will.  Fowler 
17.  Crandall,  291 

Same:  Undue  influence. 

2.  Evidence  stated  in  the  opinion  is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  that 

the  execution  of  a  will  was  not  procured  by  undue  influence. 

Ibid. 
Construction:  Nature  of  estates  and  interests  created. 

3.  In  determining  the  nature  of  an  estate  created  by  will  the  will  it- 

self is  to  be  first  construed  to  ascertain  the  testator's  intention, 
and  afterwards  the  statute  is  to  be  consulted  to  ascertain  how 
far  the  estate  intended  is  affected  thereby.    Will  of  Prasser,    92 

4.  In  the  construction  of  a  will  the  law  leans,  in  doubtful  cases,  in 

favor  of  an  absolute  rather  than  a  defeasible  estate,  and  of  a 
vested  rather  than  a  contingent  interest.  Jhid. 

5.  While  the  general  rule  is  that  a  gift  will  be  deemed  contingent 

when  it  is  found  only  in  a  direction  to  divide  at  a  fiiture  time, 
this  is  subordinate  to  the  primary  rule  that  the  intent,  to  be 
collected  ^rom  the  whole  will,  must  prevail.  Ihid. 
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6.  A  will  gave  the  use  of  all  testator's  property  to  his  widow  during 

her  life,  and  provided  that  after  her  death  the  property  should 
he  held  in  trust  for  ten  years,  the  net  income  during  that  time 
to  be  divided  equally  among  his  children.  It  then  provided  that 
after  the  expiration  of  said  ten  years  "all  my  estate  and  prop- 
erty then  remaining  in  the  hands  of  my  said  trustees  I  hereby 
give,  devise,  and  bequeath  unto  all  my  children  in  equal  parts» 
share  and  share  alike."  Held,  that  the  interests  of  the  children 
became  vested  at  the  time  of  testator's  death,  subject  only  to 
the  life  estate  of  the  widow  and  the  ten-year  trust.  J&td. 

7.  A  will  giving  to  a  person  named  "all  the  rest,  residue,  and  re- 

mainder" of  an  estate,  subject  to  certain  bequests,  does  not  dl9> 
pose  of  a  remainder  over  at  the  death  of  such  person.  Buwhtr 
V.  Shields,  330 

8.  A  will  bequeathed  money  in  trust  for  the  support  of  an  Insane 

son  of  testatrix,  and  provided  that  after  his  death  the  residue 
thereof  be  divided  among  her  nieces  "who  may  be  unmarried  at 
that  date."  At  the  death  of  the  son  six  nieces  of  the  testatrix 
were  living,  four  of  whom  had  never  been  married  and  two  had 
been  married  since  before  the  date  of  the  will.  Held  that,  ai>- 
plied  to  such  situation,  there  could  be  no  ambiguity  in  the  word 
"unmarried."    McMichael  v.  Peterman,  589 

9.  Whether  such  bequest,  by  being  in  restraint  of  marriage  and  by 

offering  inducement  to  the  married  nieces  to  become  unmarried 
by  divorce  or  otherwise,  is  so  contrary  to  public  policy  as  to 
be  invalid,  not  determined.  The  married  nieces  not  being  shown 
to  be  next  of  kin  or  beneficially  interested  in  the  estate  are  not 
prejudiced  by  a  decision  of  the  circuit  court  holding  the  bequest 
valid.  IbuL 

10.  It  cannot  be  considered  that  such  bequest  gave  a  vested  estate 
from  testatrix's  death  to  all  the  nieces  (including  those  then 
married)  as  a  class,  with  simply  a  condition  subsequent  divest- 
ing such  interest  in  the  event  of  marriage,  and  that  such  con- 
dition is  void  as  against  public  policy.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
will  the  mairied  nieces  were  never  members  of  any  such  class. 

IbidL 

Same:  Rights  of  devisees  and  legatees:  Lapses,    See  Desoent  aiid 

Distribution.  . 


WITNESSES. 

Compensation.    See  Costs,  2. 

Competency,  See  Eminent  Domain,  6.  Evtdencc,  8, 9.  Hiqhwatb,  15. 
Husband  and  Wife,  2. 

Examination,    See  Eminent  Domain,  6,  6.    Evtdencs,  10-12.    ICas- 
TER  AND  Servant,  14. 

Cross-examination,    See  Contracts,  1.    Evidsnce,  8.    Master  and 
Servant,  14.    Witnesses,  5. 

1.  Where,  from  the  questions  asked,  an  attempt  to  extend  a  cross- 

examination  to  matters  not  covered  by  the  direct  examination 
could  fairly  be  inferred,  it  was  not  an  abuse  of  discretion  to 
limit  the  cross-examination  rather  strictly.  Draile  v.  Reedsburg, 

319 

2.  Cross-examination  need  not  be  limited  to  the  exact  words  of  the 

direct  examination.    Nelson  v.  A.  H.  Stange  Co.*  657 
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CredihiUtv,    See  Cbimiital  Law,  8,  15,  16. 

3.  Contempt  of  court,  either  civil  or  criminal,  is  not  a  "criminal  of- 

fense" within  the  meaning  of  sec.  4073,  Stats.  (1898),  which  per^ 
mits  "conviction  of  a  criminal  offense"  to  be  proved  to  afFect 
the  credibility  of  a  witness,  either  by  the  record  or  by  cross- 
examination.    Farrell  v.  Phillips,  611 

4.  Where,  under  sec.  4073,  Stats.  (1898),  the  credibility  of  a  witness 

is  sought  to  be  affected  by  proof  of  conviction  of  a  criminal  of- 
fense, such  proof  should  consist  of  the  record  of  the  conviction 
and  judgment  alone,  and  not  the  full  record  of  the  case.      IhiS. 

6.  A  single  isolated  act  of  contempt  of  court  conmiltted  twelve 
years  prior  to  the  trial  does  not  properly  come  within  the  rule 
which  permits,  upon  cross-examination,  inquiries  into  the  previ- 
ous life,  habits,  and  occupation  of  a  witness,  as  tending  to  throw 
light  on  his  veracity.  Ihid. 

Same:  Instructions  to  jury. 

6.  A  charge  that  the  testimony  of  a  witness  was  of  a  negative  char- 
acter and  not  entitled  to  the  same  weight  as  that  of  another 
witness  was  erroneous,  both  because  the  testimony  of  the  first 
witness,  though  negative  in  form,  was  positive  in  fact,  and  be- 
cause the  jury  might  well  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  witnesaeB 
were  not  equally  credible.    Bodenheimer  v.  (7.  dUf.'W.R.  Co.  623 

Corroboration.    See  CRiinNAX  Law,  16.    Rape. 

WOKDS   AND   PHBARES. 

Adverse,  in  finding.    See  Mills  and  Milldams,  6. 

Aggrieved^  in  statute.    See  Insane  Peksons,  2. 

All  the  rest,  residue,  and  remainder,  in  will.    See  Wills,  7. 

Any  milldam,  in  statute.    See  Mills  and  Milldahs,  1. 

A  question  of  engineering.    See  Carriers,  2. 

Bond,  contract,  or  other  o}>ligation,  in  statute.    See  Municipal  Cob- 

PORATIONS,   16. 

By  good  warranty  deed,  in  contract  See  Vendor  and  Purchaser, 
1,  2. 

Corporate  power  or  privilege,  in  constitution.  See  Constitutionaii 
Law,  10. 

Could,  in  instructions  to  jury.    See  Master  and  Servant,  13. 

Criminal  offense,  in  statute.    See  Witnesses,  3. 

Direct  loss  or  damage  by  fire,  in  insurance  policy.  See  Insur- 
ance, 1. 

Engaged  in  the  line  of  his  duty  as  such,  in  statute.  See  Master 
AND  Servant,  4. 

Estate  of  inheritance.    See  Dower,  4. 

Flowing  of  lands  of  the  owner.    See  B£ills  and  Milldams,  4. 

Hostile  fire.    See  Insurance,  1. 

Injury.    See  Evidence,  10. 

Inspect.    See  Master  and  Servant,  9. 

Lawful  tu^iness  or  purpose.    See  Corporations,  8. 

Legally  issued.    See  Schools  and  School  Districts,  S. 

May.  in  statute.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  19.    Statutes,  S. 

Milldam,  in  statute.    See  Mills  and  Milldams,  2. 

Office.    See  Officers,  2. 

Other  things.  In  instruction  to  jury.    See  Master  and  Sertamt,  32. 

Paid  by  the  tax-title  claimant.    See  Tax  Titles,  9. 

Person  aggrieved,  in  statute.    See  Insane  Persons,  1,  2. 

Plan  of  school  organization  and  m^anagement.  See  Schools  and 
School  Districts,  2. 

Public  highway.  In  statute.    See  Automobiles.    Highways,  1^. 
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PuhHc  place,  in  statute.    See  Tax  Titlbb,  2,  3. 

Public  pwrpoae.    See  Emikeht  Domauv,  2. 

PuhHc  use.    See  Taxation,  2,  3. 

Regulate.    See  Mujeioipal  Ck>BPORATioii8,  7. 

Reserving  the  pine  atid  cedar  timber  new  growing  or  being  thereon 

and  the  right  to  cut  and  remove  name^  in  deed.    See  DsxiWy  2. 
Restrain,    See  MxTinciPAL  Cobpoiultions,  7. 
Seised  of  an  estate  of  inheritance,  in  statute.    See  Dowxb,  3. 
Beisin,  in  statute.    See  Doweb,  "L 
Shall  inure  wholly  to  the  benefit  of  such  pensioner,  in  ttatate. 

See  PxNSioira,  2. 
Simple  tool.    See  Mabtsb  aud  Scbtant,  7. 
The  ecut  eighty,  in  oonTeyance.    See  Vxstdob  AifD  Pvbcbaskb,  9. 
Unmarried,  in  will.    See  Wnxs,  8. 
With  the  right  of  the  grantee  to  enter  upon  said  Umds  and  remove 

said  timber  any  time  on  or  before  (a  certain  date),  in  deed. 

See  Deeds,  3. 
Works  of  neoeseity  or  eh^arity,  in  statste.    Bee  Suitdat  Laws*  1. 
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